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MR. PITT’S

PARLIAMENTARY SPEECHES.-

June 17. 1793.

MEr.rox having moved an address to His Majesty, requesting him to
take the earliest measures for procuring Peace with France on terms
consistent thh the justice and policy of the British nation," :

Mr. Prrr rose to deliver his sentiments'in opposition to the inotion:

After what has been already so ably urged, I do not, in the
present stage of the debate, conceive it necessary to speak to
the merits of the question. The almost unanimous call of the
‘House shews, that on that point they have already sufficiently
made up their minds. But something has been alleged on the
general grounds on which the motlon is brought forward, and
particular allusions have been made ¢o'me, which I cannot allow
to pass over in silence. The motion has been introduced by the
honourable gentleman on the eve of the conclusion of the ses-
sion, no doubt as a solemn expression of the sentiments enter-
tained by him on the present state of affairs, and I should be
sorry that my opinion on the present occasion should be at all
equivocal. T do not, then, hesitate to declare that this motion
is in itself the most impolitic and preposterous which could
possibly be adopted, the most contradictory to those general
principles which at all times ought to regulate our conduct, and
the most unsuitable to those particular circumstances in whxch
we are now placed Such is my opinion of the nature of this
motion, which points out to us a line of conduct we can by no
means pursue, namely, to make peace upon terms which even,

VOL, I B



2 MR. PITT’S [Junk 17.

if within our reach, we ought not to accept, but which, in fact,
is only calculated to amuse and delude the people, by holding
out to them a possibility of peace, when, in reality, peace is
impossible, and thus serving to create groundless discontents
and dissatisfaction with the present situation of affairs. .

Are we, 1 would ask, in pursuance of this motion, to be con-
tent merely with the French relinquishing those conquests
which they have unjustly made, without either obtaining repa-
ration for the injuries they have already done us, or security
against their future repetition? There might, indeed, be situa-
tions in which we might be compelled to adop% such a conduct.
Against necessity thére is no possibility of contending. But,
indeed, it would be rather strange if we should do that at the
beginning of a most successful war, which could only be advi-
sable at the conclusion of a most disastrous one. It would be

a principle somewhat new, if, when unjustly attacked, and’

forced into a war, we should think proper to cease from all hos-
-tilities, as soon as the enemy should be unwilling to support
their attack, and go on with the contest. - Has such been the
case in any of the most favourite periods of the history of this
country, to which the honourable gentleman is so fond of allud-
ing? Where can he find any such principle in any of those wars
which this country has carried on in support of its independence?
And if so, what is there in the peculiar situation of the French,
the disturbers of the peace of Europe, and the unprovoked ag-
gressors of this country, that should require any other measure
to be dealt to them, than what we have been accustomed on
former occasions to afford to our enemies? With a prospect of
success 50 great as we have in the present moment, are we to
grant them an impunity for all those designs which they have so
unjustly formed and attempted to carry into execution ?. Would
this tend in any degree to remedy the temporary inconvenience
to this country, which the honourable gentleman has stated as
resulting from the war, but which, in reality, is produced by
collateral causes? In no case would the conduct here pointed out
be expedient. But of all cases, where we ought not to stop
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merély' because the enemy stops, is that where we have suffered
an injury without having either obtained reparatich or security.
This I will illustrate by what is at present our situation. ~And
first T will ask, what was the state of this country with respect to
France, previous to the declaration of war on her part? We
“then contended, first, That she had broken a treaty with our
_ allies, which we were bound to support: secondly, That she
had engaged .in schemes of ambition and’ ‘aggrandisement, in-
congistent. with the interests of this country, and the general se-
curity of Europe; thirdly, That she had entertained principles
hostile to all governments, and more particularly to our own.
- In' consequence of all these circumstances, you then de-
clared in addresses to His Majesty, that if proper satisfaction
was not obtained, a war must be the consequence. But while
this was in agitation, they had themselves declared war, and
been guilty of a sudden and unprovoked aggression upon this
country.” Is then that aggression, the climax of all their in-
juries, to induce you to abandon those reasonable views of
satisfaction which before you entertained ? The necessity of
security against those three points, their disregard of treaties,
their projects of ambition, and their dangerous principles, cer-
tainly becomes greater, inasmuch as their injuries are increased
by the aggression. The argument for satisfaction, instead of
being diminished, derives greater strength: from this last cir-
cumstance. Indeed if we were foiled, we mxght then be in-
duced to abandon those views with which we had set out, to
submit to the hardship of our fate, and to receive such terms as
necessity ‘might dictate. But those terms which the motion
prescribed are not such as are to be aimed at in the first instance,
but’such as'are only to'be submitted to in the last extremity.
The question then' is, whether we shall now court calamity,
whether we shall, after a most successful commencement, vo-
luntarily submit to all the most direful consequences of failure
and 'defeat? At present we have both right. and interest on our
side. " Shall we abandon both? Shall we, with the means of
doing ourselves justice, pass by the most repeated and aggra-
B 2



. MRE. PITT'S [JoNe 17,

vated injuries, and grant peace to those whose unprovoked ag- -
gression alone compelled us to arm in our own defence ? The
question resolves itself into this ; shall we, from a view of the pre-
sert situation of the belligerent powers, risk more by vigorously
persisting in the war till we have obtained its objects, or by
abandoning it without either reparation or security ? I shall only
put the question, and leave it to you to decide. g
Allow me only to subjoin a few remarks with reference to .
some points urged by the honourable gentleman who made the
motion. - We thought it necessary in the first instance, upon
being atfacked, to enter vigorously into the war. Did we not
see the evils which we might éxpect to encounter in carrying it
on? Were we insensible of ‘those calamities with which every
war is attended 7. Have these evils and calamities turned out to
be greater than at first were expected and foreseen? On this
point I shall not refer you to the inflamed exaggerations of the - .
honourable gentleman, who predicted from the war, even in its
commencement;, every possible calamity, such as the most
alarming discontents at home, the total stagnation of commerce,
and interruption of public prosperity; and who represented
that its infallible consequence must be not to check the sehemes
and repulse the progress of the enemy, but, on the contrary, to
anite their views and concentrate their vigour. No— however
justified I might be in taking this statement, I shall refer you only
to the mord moderate apprehensions of those who, though con-
vinced of the necessity of the war, were not insensible to its
dreadful cousequences. These apprehensions happily have been
disappointed, and the very reverse of those calamities, which
there was but too much reasonto dread, has taken place. Thewar
has been attended, even in its outset, with the most brilliant,
rapid, and unexpected ‘success. The views of the enemy have
experienced a most éffectual check, -and f:irery circumstance
concurs to favour the hope of our being able completely to ac- -
complish every object of the war. Is there any thing, then, in this
situation, to induce us to abandon our views of reparation and
security?— Arc we to give up our claims of satisfaction, merely
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because we have been beyond example successful in repelling
an unjust attack ? To urge this point, would indeed be wasting
the time of the House. '

The only question that remains, is, at what peri&d, and from
what situation of affaifs, we are to obtain that reparation and
seeurity which we desire. How long are we to wait for these
objects ? Are we to place them upen circumstances which magr
never happen, and thus pursue them without any possibility df
attaining our end, which may be the case if we look to the estab-
lishment of any particular government in France ? * The answer
to these questions, like the degree of security and reparation to
be obtained, depends upon circumstances of comparison. I
declare, that on the part of this government there was no inten-
tion, if the country had not been attacked, to interfere in the
internal affairs of France. This was clearly proved by the sys-
tem of neutrality, on our part, so strictlykobserved. But having
been attacked, I affirm, that there is nothing, either in the
addresses to His Majesty, or the declarations of his servants,

“‘which pledges us not to take advantage of any interferetice in the
internal affairs of France that may be necessary. I, for my own
part, repeat, that I have given no such pledge. I do notsay that
if, without any interference, sufficient security and reparation
could be had for this couniry, I would not, in that case, be of
opinion that we ought to abstain from all interference, and allow
their government to remain even upon its present footing. But I
‘consider the question of obtaining these, while the same principle
that now prevails continues to actuate their government, to be
extremely difficult, if not impossible. I should certainly think,
that the best security we could ohtain, would be in the end of
that wild ungoverned system, from which have resulted those
injuries against which it is necessary to guard. There are, how-
ever, degrees and proportions of security which may be obtained,
and with which we ought to rest satisfied; these must depend
upon the circumstances that shall afterwards arise, and cannot
be ascertained by any previous definition. But when you have
seen yourselves and all Europe attacked — when you have seen

B3
1



6 MR. PITT’S [JunE i7.

a system established, violating all treaties; disregarding all obli-
gations, and, under the name of the rights of man, uniting the
principles of usurpation abroad, tyranny and confusion at home
— you will judge, whether you ought to sit down without some
security against the consequences of such a system being again
brought into action. And this security, it appears to me, can
only be obtained in one of three modes: 1st, That these prin-
ciples shall no longer predominate ; or, 2dly, That those, who -
are now engaged: in them, shall be taught that they are impracti-
cable, and convinced of their own want of power to carry them
into execution ; or,.SdIy, That the issue of the present war shall
be such as, by weakening their power of attack, shall strengthen
your power of resistance. . Without these, you may indeed have
an armed truce, a temporary suspension of hostilities; but no
permanent peacc; no solid security to guard you aga’instvth‘e
repetition of injury and the renewal of attack. If on these
points we have made up our minds, if we are determined to
prosecute the war till we shall obtain proper satisfaction, and at -
Jeast be able to provide some security for the continuance of
peace, the présent motion can only tend to fetter the operations
of war, to delude our subjects, to gratify the factious, to inflame
the “discontented, to discourage our allies, to strengthen:our
enemies. v

What could be the effect of any negotiation for peace in the
present moment ? It is not merely to the character of Marat,
with whom we would have to treat, that I object; it is not to
* the horror of those crimes which bave stained their legislators,
~ crimes in every stage rising above another in point of énormity ;
-but I object to the consequences of that character; to the effect
of those crimes. . They are such as render negotiation useless,
and must entirely deprive of stability any peace which could be
_concluded 'in such circumstances. Where is our security for
the performance of a treaty, where we have neither the good
faith of a nation, nor the responsibility. of a monarch? The mo-
ment that the mob of Paris becomés under the influence of a
new leader, mature deliberations are reversed, the most solemn

' 16
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engagements are retracted, our free will is altogether controlled
by force. In every one of the stages of their repeated revolu-
tions we have said, “ Now we have seen the worst, the measure
of iniquity is complete, we shall no longer be shocked or asto-
nished by the contemplation of added crimes and increasing
enormities.” . The next mail gave us reason to. reproach our-

selves with our credulity, and, by presenting us with fresh crimes
.and enormities still more dreadful, excited impressions of new

astonishment and accumulated horror. All the crimes which
disgrace history have occurred in one country, in a space so short,

-and with circumstances so highly aggravated, as outrun thought,

and exceed imagination. Should we treat with Marat, before
we had finished the negotiation he might again have descended
to the dregs of the people from whom he sprung, and have given
place to a still more desperate villain. A band of leaders had

swayed the mob in constant succession, all resembling in guilt,

but each striving to improve upon the crime of his predecessor,
and swell the black catalogue with new modes and higher gra-
dations:of wickedness —

Aitas parentum pejor avis tulit
+. Nos nequiores, mox daturos
2 ' Progenium vitiosiorem.

No treaty can exist on their good faith independent of the terms
of peace. Could they be bound by engagements more solemn
than those to which thay had pledged themselves in return for

our neutrality ? What new engagements can be more binding,

or from what part of the character of the leaders, or what change
in the principles of action, can we expect greater good faith, or
stricter attention to engagements, than were exhibited by their

predecessors? To make a treaty with them would be only to

afford them an opportunity of breaking it off before it was
finished, or-violating it in its very commencement.
But if the motion can answer no good purpose, can it answer
no bad one? Might it not serve to encourage the French ?
B 4
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What the honourable gent]ellnen reserved as the last part of his
argument, seemed particularly to have this tendency, -the con-
clusion which he drew of the necessity of a peace from the situa-
tion of the country. If we are really come to’ that period of
distress and embarrassment, that peace upon such terms is ne-
cessary, we must indeed submit to'the decrees of Providence
with the resignation with which we would submit to the sacrifice
of ‘our ‘independence. -If the bperiod ‘of our ruin is come, we
rmust prepare to meet the fate which we cannot avert; we can-,
not'meet it in any shape'more dreadful than that which is pro-
posed by the motion of the honourable gentleman. = But our
situation is not yet so desperate. ~ With respect to the embar-
rassment of credit, and the consequent mterruptlon of commerce;
I may safely say, that none have watched it more carefully than
wyself, none can have felt it more anxiously. The honourable
gentleman states the means of relief, which have been adopted by
the legislature, as, in his opinion, a proof of the extent of the
calamity. = For my part, I have formed a very different conclu-
sion. The effect of the relief held out by the legislature, even
before it was experienced, was completely to restore confidence
and vigour to-commerce — a proof that the embarrassed state of
credit was only temporary, and, in a great measure, accidental.
It clearly was not the effect of the war in which this country was
engaged, but was influenced by the state of the Continent, where
the war had previously subsisted, and where it had taken away
the market for our commodities. This embarrassment then
could only be ascribed to that cause which had produced so many
other calamities— that destroying spirit on the Continent, which
devours not only the fruits, but the seeds of industry — which
overturns the very altar of society, and lets loose upon the
world all the horrors of anarchy and desolation.

The question then is, whether we shall persevere in those ex-
ertions, by which we may at'least remove this inconvenience,
while, in co-operation with our allies, we strive :to remove its
cause —a cause which, if not checked, might have led to distress
and ruin ? ‘The present motion, by magnifying the inconvenience

‘
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which we have sustained into a calamity, is calculated to give a
false impression, and give to what at most could only be the ob-
ject of apprehension at home, all the mischievous consequences of
a real distress abroad. It is calculated to discourage our allies,
and inspire our enemies with confidence. 2

Having thus given ‘'my opinion ‘as 2 member of parliament,
there are some allusions which have been made to myself, as a

‘member of the cabinet, which I am called upon to notice. I

have only.to say, that if ever that honéurable gentleman should

-be a member of the cabinet, I trust that he will be better in-

formed of the proceedings of the councils of other nations, than’
at present he seems to be with what every man would desire to.
have some acquaintance with — those of his own. He stated, that
he brought forward his motion with a view of giving support to
certain opinions, which he understood to be entertained in the
cabinet respecting the war. . If he brought forward his motion

from any motive of personal kindness to me, I have only to

request that he will withdraw it. Not haying lately been much
in the habit of reading newspapers, I could not easily conceive
to whom the honourable gentleman alluded. Indeed, there is
no proposition which I could deem so impolitic to be brought
forward by an}; of His Majesty’s servants as the present motion.
If there is any difference in opinion between me and the other
members of the cabinet, I can only assure him, that I am the -

~ most determined to oppose the grounds and principles upon

which: that motion. is_founded. The question is, whether, in

conjunction with our allies,-with whom our own prosperity is so

intimately connected, and with those prospects of success which
our situation affords, we shall persevere vigorously to oppose
those destructive principles with which, even though baffled at
prescnt, we may expect to contend to the latest hours of our lives?
And on this issue I allow it to rest.. I have spoken at much

.greater length than at first I intended; but on this subject,
‘whenever it occurs, I find it impossible to keep those bounds

which I had prescribed to myself, prompted as I am to enlarge
by the dearest feelings and principles of my heart, affection and

'
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gratitude to my sovereign, and that duty which I owe as a mem-
ber of the community.

The motion passed in the negative;
) AyeS.eiuee 47
Noes......187

January 21. 1794.

Depate on the address in answer to His Majesty’s most gracious’
speech * on opening the session.

The address, which was moved by Lord Cliffden and seconded by Sir
Peter Burrell, was strenuously opposed by Mr. Fox, who, at the conclu-
sion of his speach, moved the following amendment,—¢ To recommend
to His Majesty to treat, as speedily as possible, for a peace with France
upon safe and advantageous terms, without any reference to the nature ’
or form of the government that might exist in that country.”

~ M. Prrr observed, that the motion which had been brought
forward by the right honturable gentleman + who spoke last,
amounted to little less than negativing the address, and upon
this principle, what had previously been said by the noble lord}

#* « My Lords and Gentlemen,

< THE circumstances under which you are now assembled, require
your most serious attention.

« We are engaged in a contest, on the issue of which depend the

; maintenance of -our constitution, laws, and rellglon ; and the security
of all civil society.

% You must have observed, with satisfaction, the adva.ntages which have
been obtained by the arms of the allied powers, and the change which has
taken place in the general situation of Europe since the commencement of
the war,  The United Provinces have been protécted from invasion; the
Austrian Netherlands have been recovered and maintained ; and places of
considerable importancehavebeen acquired on thefrontiers of France. The
re-capture of Mentz, and the subsequent successes of the allied armies on
the Rhine, have, noththstandmg the advantages recently obtained by the

+ Me, Fox. i Lord Mornington.
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exactly referred to the subject of debate. From the length to
which the discussion had béen carried, and the lateness of the

enemy in that quarter, proved highly beneficial to the commen cause.
Powerful efforts have been made by my allies in the south of Europe;
the temporary possession of the town and port of Toulon has greatly
distressed the. operations of my enemies; and in the circumstances at-
tending the evacuation of that place, an-important and decisive blow has
been given to their naval power, by the distinguished conduct, abilities,
and spirit of my commanders, officers, and forces, both by sea and land.

« The French have been driven from their possessions and fishery at
Newfoundland, and important and valuable acquisitions have been made
both in the East and West Indies.

At sea our superiority has been undisputed, and our commerce so
effectually protected, that the losses sustained have been inconsiderable, |
_ in proportion to its extent, and to the captures made on the contracted
trade of the enemy. <

¢ The circumstances by which the farther progress of the allies has
hitherto been impeded, not only prove the necessity of vigour and per-
severance on our part, but, at the same time, confirm the expectatlon
of ultimate success.

“ QOur enemies have derived the means of temporary exertion, from a
system which has enabled them to dispose arbitrarily of the lives and pro-
perty of a numerous people, and which openly violates every restraint of -
justice, humanity, and religion ; but these efforts, productive as they ne-
cessarily have been of internal discontent and confusion in France, have
‘also tended rapxdly' to exhaust the matural and real strength of that
country.

« Although I cannot but regret the necessary continuance of the war,
1 should il consult the essential i mterests of my people, if I were desirous -
of peace on any grounds butsuch as may provide for their permanent
safety, and for the independence and security of Europe. The attain- -
ment of these ends is still obstructed by the prevalence of a system in
France, equally incompatible with the happiness of that ‘country, and
with the tranquillity of all other nations. .

“ Under this impression, I thought proper to make a declaration of the
views and principles ‘by which T am guided. I'have ordered a copy of
this declaration to be laid before you, together with copies of: several
conventions and treaties with different powers, by which you will perceive
how large a part of Europe is united in a cause of such general concern.

“ T reflect with unspeakable satisfaction on’ the steady loyalty and firm
attachment to the established constitution and government, which, not-
withstanding the continued efforts employed to mislead and to seduqe,have
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hour, it wasimpossible for him'to go much into detail ; yet in
circumstances of such peculiar and transcendent importance as
the present, though he could add little more, in point of argu-

been so generally prevalent among all ranks of my people. These senti-
mentshave been eminently manifestedin the zeal and alacrity ofthe militia
to.provide for oy internal defenve, and in the distinguished bravery and
spirit displayed on every occasion bymy. forces, both by sea and land: they
have maintained the lustre of the British name,and have shewn themselves
worthy of the blessings which it is the object of all our exertions to pre=
serve.”’ ,
« Qentlemen of the House of Commons,

¢ Thave ordered the necessary estimates and accounts to be laid before
you, and I am persuaded you will be ready to make such provision as the
exigencies of the time may require. I feel too sensibly the repeated
proofs which I have received of the affection of my subjects, not to la-
ment the nece551ty of any additional burdens. It is, however, a great
consolation to me £o observe the favourable state of the revenue, and
the complete success of the measure which was last year adopted for
removing the embarrassments affecting commercial credit.

“ Great as must be the extent of our exertions, I trust you will be
enabled to provide for them in such a manner, as to avoid any pressure
which could be severely felt by my people.”

“ My Lords and Gentlemen, H :

“ In all your deliberations, you will undoubtedly bear in mind the
true grounds and origin of the war.

¢ An attack was made on us, and on our allies, founded on principles
whlch tend to destroy all property, to subvert the laws and religion of
every civilised nation, and to introduce universally that wild and destruc-
tive system of rapine, anarchy, and impiety, the effects of which, as the
have already been manifested in France, furnish a dreadful but useful
lesson to the present age and to posterity.

< It only remains for us to persevere in our united exertions; their
discontinuance or relaxation could hardly procure even a short interval
of delusive repose, and could never terminate in security or peace.  Im.
pressed with the necessity of defending all that is most dear to us, and
relying, as we may, with confidence, on the valour and resources of the
nation, on the combined efforts of so large a part of Europe, and, above
. all, on the incontestable justice of our cause, let us.render our conduct

a contrast to that of our enemies, and, by cultivating and practising the
principles of humanity, and the duties of religion, endeavour to merit_
the continuance of. the Divine favour and protection which have been
so eminently experienced by these kingdoms.” ..
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ment, to what had already been s0 ably and fully stated by his
noble friend, lie considered it as incumbent on him expressly to
deliver his opinion on several points which had been vrged by
the right honourable gentlerﬁan. He still considered it as
necessary, in the present stage' of the question, to refer to the
original grounds upon which the war had been undertaken. The
honourable gentleman on the other side had told them that these
were of little consequence ; and had insisted, that a secure and
honourable termination of the war, was the only point which
ought now to occupy their discussion. But it became more
necessary to refer to these original grounds, as, while the
present system continued, there was no probability of any such
termination in the present moment.

In tecurring then to the principles on which they set out, it
would appear that the present war lad not been hastily and
rashly engaged in, but after due deliberation and mature convic- .
tion. It had been the opinion of the majority of that House, and
of the great body of the nation, that it was undertaken upon
grounds strictly defensive; and that the nation were equally
compelled to engage' in it by the obligations of duty, and the
urgency of necessity. An honourable gentleman had asked —
Would not we have engaged in the war, even if France had not
previously declared against us? To this he would answer, what
he had lasc'session asserted, That.if we did not receive satisfac-
tion for past injuries, and security with respect to the future,
most certainly we would. From the conduct of France, the war,
in whatever form it appeared, could only be considered as ag-
gressive on their part. As to what were the objects of the war
in the first instance, they had frequently been brought forward in
the course of last session, and had again, in the present debate,
been stated by his noble friend. These objects were—First, that
the system adopted by the French had developed principles de-
structive to the general order of society, and subversive of all
regular government. Secondly, that the French themselves,
with a view, no doubt, of extending their system, had been guilty
of usurpations of the territory of other states. Thirdly, that
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they had discovered hostile intentions against Holland. Fourth-
ly, that they had disclosed views of aggrandisement and ambi-
tion entirely new in extent and importance, and menacing, in
their progress, not only the independence of this country, but the
security of Europe.—Unless it could be shewn, that-we were
originally mistaken; that these were not proper objects of con-
test ; or that these objects were already gained ; the obligations
and necessity which originally induced us to undertake the war,
would operate with equal force at the present moment. In that
case, even supposing that disappointment and difficulty had oc-
curred in the prosecution of the war, they ought to have no other
effect than to inspire us with additional vigour, and stimulate
us to new exertions. Though not insensible to any failure or
miscarriage that might be ascribed to’the misconduct of those
employed in conducting the operations of the war, yet these
-could net at all affect the general question, even if their conduct °
had as much demerit as had been stated by the honourable gen-
tleman on the other side. However unpleasant he or his col-
leagues might feel from that peculiar situation of responsibility
in which they stood, that was no reason why there should be
any alteration in the sentiments of the country, If those disap-
pointments and difficulties arose, not from the nature of the
contest, but from the misconduct of those intrusted with the
management of public affairs, the nation were not therefore to
be discouraged in the career ofexertion, and to shrink from the
discharge of their duty. If those.persons who conducted His
Majesty’s councils were unequal to the task, let us not think so
meanly of the abilities of the country, as to suppose that there
are not others of superiof talents, without resorting to the few
individuals who have ever since its ‘commencement discovered
principles inimical to the war. Surely it'was not necessary to
suppose that all the abilities of the nation were exclusively mo-
nopolised by those individuals. But if, on the other hand, the
difficulty was ascribed to the nature of the contest itself, which,
however, he should .much more regret, then would the argu-
ment with respect to the misconduct of ministers, or of those

.
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concerned in conducting the active operations of the war, be
much weakened.

He would now, he said, proceed briefly to take a view of the
different stages in which the question of the war had been de-
bated. At the conclusion of last session, he had placed its
termination upon two circumstances; first,'the being able to pro-
cure a peace upon terms likely to render it secure and perma-
hent ; and, secondly, an indemnity suitable to the expense which
the nation should have incurred in carrying on the war.” He
had therefore, in the debate at the conclusion of last session,
held out as a means, not only of annoying the enemy, but of -
securing those desirable ends, the propriety of an interference
in the internal government of France. Not that he had abso-
lutely insisted upon an entire subversion of that government ;
he had always asserted that if a peace could be made upon terms
of security to this country, no consideration of the detestable
characters of the ruling menin France, or of the crimesand
horrors with which they were sullied, ought to influence this
country to reject such terms.

The honourable gentleman had at that time admitted this
principle to be right, both in point of expediency and morality.
And here he must advert to an unfair mode of argument which
had been employed by the honourable gentleman. e had en-
deavoured to give a differént turn to sentiments, by confound-
ing the periods at which they were brought forward.-— When the
striet neutrality observed by this country, with respect to
France, had been mentioned in His Majesty’s speech, no injury
had then been received from France. When circumstances al-
tered, the same sentiments could no longer apply. If a foreign
country, divided into two parties, discovered hostile intentions
with respect to a nation, it would surely be perfectly fair in that
nation to-endeavour to oppose those parties tp one another;
" more especially if the continuance of a system was the ground
of that enmity, an interference ‘to destroy that system was par-
ticularly justifiable. .~ Such was the precise state of the case be-
tween France and this country. Last year this interference bad
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been avowed and admitted as a ground of action, and its pro-
priety could not surely be now denied-  Since last year, a new
scene had presented itself, more eventful and extraordinary even
than those which had formerly been exhibited. = However the
horrors and crimes which had taken place in former periods of
the revolution might ‘have exceeded all expectation, and tran-
scended even the utmost strength of imagination, they now ap-
peared only to have paved the way for fresh horrors and accu-
mulated crimes, beyond whatever fancy could have feigned, or
fear conceived. Things had_now come to such a crisis, that he
+had no difficulty to declare, that, while that system continued,
peace was less desirable to him than a war, under any circum-
stances of disaster which.he could possibly imagine. Not that
he would contend that the mere abhorrence of.crimes, that the
mere detestation of character, except directly bearing upon our

own safety, could constitute any reasons why we should engage -

in a'war: but, in the present instance, the reasoning ‘of his
noble friend directly applied. That reasoning had gone — first,
to shew the horror and enormity of the system which now pre-
vailed in France: secondly, the danger of the extension of that
system, if not speedily and effectually resisted: thirdly, the
measures which were employed for the purpose of extending
that system : fourthly, the prospects of success which we-derived
from the very nature of those measures, in' our attempts to
crush the progress of that system: and fifthly, that the success
of those attempts depended upon the vigorous continuance of
our warlike efforts; and that the circumstances of the case were.
such, as, in the present moment, entirely precluded -all negoti-
ation. The speech of his noble friend had been styled decla-
matory; upon what principle he knew not, except that every
effort of elo_quencé; in which the most  forcible reasoning was
adorned and supported by all the powers of language, was to be
branded with the epithet of declamation. ' The propositions
which he had brought forward, had been urged, not in a vague
and general way — they had been supported by strong facts.
The history of the rulers of France had been taken from their

’
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own mouths, from records written under their inspection, and
decrees sanctioned by their authority. From the nature of their
government, there could be no dependence on the characters of
whom it was composed. The shifting of persons took place
like the shifting of scenes ; but this change of persons pi‘oduced
no alteration in the conduct of the drama, the principles and
proceedings still continued the same, or were distinguished in
. their progress only by increasing gradations of enormity. On
the 21st of May, a new government, more dreadful in its cha-
racter, and more fatal in its effects, than any which preceded it,
had taken place — This was the revolutionary government.

My noble friend began, continued Mr. Pitt, by stating, that
one of the leading features of this government was the abolition
of religion. It will scarcely be maintained that this step could
tend only to affect opinions, and have no influence upoh the
conduct of a nation. - The extinction of religious sentiment was
only intended to pave the way for the introduction of fresh
crimes, and entirely to break asunder those bands of society
which had been already loosened. It was' intended only to fa-
miliarise the mind with guilt, and, by removing the obstacle of
fear; to relieve it from the restraints of conscience. Infidelity,
as‘my noble friend remarked, was only meant to go hand in
hand with insurrection.. A second measure of this revolutionary
government was the destruction of property, a precedent which
tended not less to destroy all ideas of justice, than the former to
extinguiih all sentiments of piéty Not less detestable was their
conduct in their mode of inflicting punishments — a mode which
took away from the accused all privilege of defence, and from,
their trials even the appearance of legal forms. All these
crimes, however, they contrived.to convert into sources of
revenue.  From the pillage of the churches—from the destruction
of property — from the confiscation of the effects of those who
were condemned — they derived the means for conducting their
military operations. They pushed every resource to its utmost
extent; as, for instance, theunbounded circulation of assignats,
and the imposition of a forced loan. What .can be expected

VOL. 1L C
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from a system of ‘acting upon such principles, and supported
“by such resources ? Resources so desperate afford in themselves
the most certain symptoms and indications of the approaching
decay of that system with which they are connected. If, then,
such be the system, if such the means of its support; and if
France in consequence has, during these few months, experienced
a degree of dxstress the greatest, perhaps, ever known in that
country during the same space of time ; what prospect can there
be of either stability or permanence to the present order of
things? Can it be supposed to rest on that something approach-
ing to.instinct — that spirit of enthusiasm which has been so
highly extolled by the gentlemen on the other side? What can
we think of the probability of the duration of a system which
has sent as many suspected persons to the prison or scaffold, as
it has sent recruits to the field ? ;
But it has been urged, that the French have dlstmgmshed
themselves in the field ; nor will it be denied, that, independ-
ently of any other circumstance, the spirit of a people called
forth by the impulse which acts so strongly in such a situation,
may have thg effect to make them brave in the moment of action.
But their efforts are merely the result of a system of restraint
and’ oppression, the most terrible and gigantic that has, perhaps,
ever existed. They are compelled into the field by the' terrot of
the guillotine — they are supported there only by those resources
which their desperate situation aﬂ'ords, and,- in these circum-
stances, what can be the dependence on the steadiness of their
operations, or what rational prospect can there be of the per-
manence of their exertions? On this ground, the more mon-
strous and terrible the system has become, the greater is the pro-
bability that it will be speedily overthrown. From the nature'of
- the mind of man, and the necessary progress of human affairs,
it is 1mp0551ble that such a system can be of long duration; and
surely no event can be looked for more desirable than a destruc-
tion of that system which at present exists, to the mlsery of
France and the terror of Europe. '
As to the question of the honourable gentleman, ‘whether 1
16
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_am never to make peace with the jacobins, it is qxtrémely diffi-

cult to answer, and it would be neither prudent nor rational in
me to give him any definitive reply in the present moment. It
is a question, the solution of which must depend upon a com-
bination of events. As circumstances may vary, a different
line of conduct must necessarily be pursued; nor would it be
proper to bind up my discretion to act with a regard to those
contingencies that may arise, by pledging myself at present to
one set of measures. In the present circumstances, I have no
hesitation to declare, that I would rather choose to persevere in
the war, even amidst the worst disasters, and should deem such
a conduct much more safe and honourable, than to conclude
a peace with the ruling powers in Frauce on their present sys-
tem. The question of pursuing the war must, in every instance,
depend upon the convenience with which it can be carried on
to ourselves ; and of that you must be best qualified to judge.
On this great and interesting crisis, I have no hesitation to
state, that I should think myself deficient in point of candour,
if I did not most unequivocally declare, that the moment will
never come, when I shall not think any alternative preferable
to that of making peace ‘with France, upon the system of its
present rulers. The question I do not now mean to ‘argue at
large, bath from the very advanced hour, and from the full
discussion which it has already recelved. I shall only touch on
one or two pomts which have been brought forward by the ho-
nourable gentleman in-the course of his argument. His motion
is certainly couched in very general terms, and such as might
take in every thing that I have cohtended for.. It recommends
to His Majesty to conclude a peace whenever it can be done upon
safe and advantageous terms, - thhout any reference to the na-
ture and form of government which may exist in France. 1
likewise am of opinion, that a safe and advantageous peace
ought to be concluded ; but that the security and benefits of that
peace must depend upon the establishment of a government es-
sentially different from the present. Though the motion, however,
from the general terms in which it is expressed, is calculated to
c 2
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gain no precise object, it is yet capable of doing much mischief.
It means and says, that t.hls House entertains sentiments dif-
ferent from those expressed by His Majesty in his speech. It
holds out to our allies that they are no longer to consider us as
eager in the cause, or acting upon the principles in which we
embarked along with them; while it must impart encourage-
ment and confidence to our enemies. ;
~ The honourable gentleman had said, that a treaty with the
French government would afford us as good a sccurity for the
continuance of peace, as that which we derived from the treaty
of Ryswick or Utrecht. He then, in his usual way, entered into
a declamation agamst kings, and said that we might place equal
dependence on the good faith of the present government of
France, as on that of the court of Louis XIV. This I expressly
deny; and I affirm, that had that king even succeeded in his am-
bitious projects to their full extent, what we should then have:
suffered might have been considered as a deliverance, compared
with what must be the consequence of success attending the pre-
sent French system. All the splendour of his court, all the abi-
litics of ‘his generals and discipline of his armies, all the great
exertions which he was enabled to make, praceeded from a high
sentiment of honour. The exercise of that power which he pos-
sessed, however directed to the purposes of his ambition, was re-
gulated by certain principles, and limited within certain bounds.
No such principles actuate the conduct of the present French
rulers. They have contrived to bamsh all restraints, and, with
an ambition more insatiable, they have at their disposal means
of destruction much more formidable than that monarch ever
possessed in the plenitude of his power. ‘
The honourable gentleman has inaccurately stated, that I at-
tach the same degree of importance to the restoration of monar-
chy in France, as to the destruction of the present system. This
is by no means the case : I attach importance to the restoration
of monarchy, from an opinion that, in the present state of France,
some settled form s}ipuld take place, in which the greater part
of the people may be disposed to concur.  The ancient govern-
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ment I consider as affording the best materials upon which they
could work, in introducing any change into the fabric of “their
constitution, Besides, as I have thought it incumbent, in any
interference which T proposed in the ‘internal affairs of that
country, to consult chiefly the happiness of the people, monarchy
appeared to me the system most friendly to their true interests.
In another respect, the honourable gentleman has misrepre-
" sented me, by stating the restitution of monarchy as an event
which must necessarily be preceded by the conquest of France.
I consider monarchy only as the standard under which the people
of France might be united, the more especially as it is that form
of government which my noble friend has proved to be most
agreeable to the wishes of two-thirds of the inhabitants.  But
it has been said, that even the re-establisment of royalty would
afford us no additional security for the permanence of peace, and
that the French would still be equally formidable to this country.
1t is, however, surely a wild and extravagant assertion, that the
monarchy of France, stripped as it would then be of much of
its power, and diminished in its revenues, should be as formi-
dable as a system which has proved itself to be more dangerous
than monarchy ever was, +in the plemtude of its power and the
height of its greatness.

~ But there is one part of the argument of my noble friend to
which I must particularly call your attention, and which, inde-
pendently of every other consideration, precludes even the
possibility of our treating with France in the present moment.
A decree has been passed by the convention, forbidding to treat
with any enemy till they shall have evacuated the territories
of the republic; and on the 11th of April it was again decreed,
that those persons should be punished with death who should
propose to treat with any power which should not have previ-
ously acknowledged the independence of the French nation, and
the unity and indivisibility of the republic, founded upon k-
berty and equality. Thus, by any proposal to treat, we should
not only incur the disgrace of the most abject humiliation, but
absolutely put ourselves at their mercy, and subJect ourselves

c3
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to the qeceséity of receiving any terms which they might be
disposed to dictate. Are you then to withdraw yeur armies, to
deprive yourself of the co-operation of your allies, to forego all
your acquisitions, to give up Condé, Quesnoi, Tobago, Fort
Louis, all the factories in the EastIndies? Are you tp abandon
all these acquisitions, the rewards of your past labours, and the
pledges of your future success? Should you consent to do all
this, should you even hasten to sent an ambassador to. treat
with the convention, (and the right honourable gentleman * I
believe on a former occasion volunteered himself for that service, )
you not only must acknowledge the unity and indivisibility of
the French republic, but you must do so in their own way.
"You .must acknowledge it as founded on liberty and equality.’
You must subscribe to the whole of their code, and by this act
sanction the deposition of their soyereign, and the annihilation
of their legislature. It may be said that they would not insist
upon-all this to its full extent; but of this I can have but little
confidence, when I compare their past declarations and their
conduct. To whatever pitch of extravagance they may have
reached in what they have said, they have always outstripped it
by what they have done:..:The absurdi‘ty of their e:ipressions ‘
has in every instance been surpassed by the outrages of their
conduct ; nor can we Have any hopes of more moderation from
any change of parties. In é]l_' revolutions. that have hitherto .
* taken place, the . first recommendation to favour has been
hostility . to England. ' The most violent party have always
predominated. - The leading feature in their character at pre-
sent Is.a spirit of military enterprise, exerted, not for the pur- -
poses. of ambition, but every where spreading, in its progress,
terror and desolation. . We are called in the present age to wit-
ness the political and moral; phenomenon of .2 mighty and civi-
lised people, formed into an artificial horde of banditti, throwmg
off alk the restraints which have influenced men in sacial life, dis-
playing a savage valour directed by a sanguinary spirit, forming.
rapine and destruction into a system, and perverting to their de-

* Mr. Fox.
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testable purposes, all the talents and ingenuity which they de-
rived from their advanced stage of civilisation, all the refinements
of art, and the discoveries of science. 'We behold them uniting
the utmost savageness and ferocity of design with consummate
contrivance, and skill, in execution, and seemingly engaged
in no less than a conspiracy to exterminate from the face of
the earth all honour, humanity, justice, and religion. In this
state, can there be any question.but to resist, where resist-
ance alone can be effectual, till such time, as, by the blessing
of  Providence upon our endeavours, we shall have secured
the independence of this country, and the general interests of
Europe?

It cannot be doubted, that there are many other points
brought forward by the honourable gentleman with respect to
the conduct of the campaign, and the treatment of neutral
powers, which I am extremely anxious to meet, but into which
the lateness of the hour forbids me to enter. My own strength,
as well as the patience of the House, is already exhausted; and
I the more willingly postpone them on the present occasion, as
they will, with more propriety, form future and separate subjects
of gliscussion. b

The amendment was negatived : .
AYES iiienesss 59
t NOES «orvverrens 277 ’

And the question on the address was afterwards put and agreed to.

May 16, 1794.

A message from His Majesty having been delivered to the House on the
13th instant, informing them, « that seditious practlces to an aJarmmg
extent had been camed on by certain societies in London, in corre.
spondence with societies in different parts of the country,tending to sub-
vert the laws and costitution of the kingdom, and introductory of the
system of anarchy prevailing in France; and recommending to the House
to adopt such measures as might appéar necessary;” and the books and

C 4‘ 0 N



o - MR. PITT'S [MaY 16.

papers of the said societies having been in consequence laid before the
House, and referred by them to a committee of secrecy;—the report of
this committee was this day brought up.

On its being read by the clerk at the table; Mr. Prrr rose:

He said, the committee of secrecy had formed their opinion
on the papers submitted to their examination with the greatest
expedition, and- their ‘report stated so fully and particularly
those circumstances, which in the judgment of the commiittéee
required the immediate attention of parliament, that he felt it
hardly necessary for him to do more than shortly to recapitilate
the different objects, to which that report applied, and the various
particulars which came under their consideration. Gentlemen
would perceive that that report, 'so expeditiously laid before
the House, contained a general view of the transactions referred
to theé committee, without waiting for a more mmute investiga-
tion, and was shortly this : —That it appeared to them that aplan
had been digested and acted upon, and ‘at that moment was in
forwardness towards its execution, the “object of which ‘was
nothing less than to assemble a pretended convention of the.
people, for the purposes of assuming to itself the character of
a general representation of the nation; superseding, in the
first place, the representative capacity of that House, and arro-
gating, in the next place, the legislative power of the country
at large, It would be for the House to consider whether the
circ;x_mstances, contained in the report, impressed their minds
with the same conviction with which they had impressed the
minds of the committee. If they did, he could not have a
doubt but that they would lead to the same practical conclu-
sion, namely, that, if such designs existed, if such designs had
been acted upon and were ‘in ‘forwardnqss, there was not
one moment to be lostin‘arming the executive power with those
additional means, 'which might be sufficient effectually to stop
the further' progress of such a plan, and 'to' prévent its being

carried into final execution.

It was chiefly necessary for the House, in considering the
report, to recollect, that a great part of it was merely intro-
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ductory ; and that, though it stated transactions of a date long
_antecedent to the period in which the acts of the societies im-
plicated had assumed the serious aspect of praczical treason,
and though they were of notorious publicity, it was neverthe-
less necessary to bring them forward again to observation, to
give a clue to unravel the complicated circumstances of the
plan, and, by comparison and combination of them with the
subsequent proceedings of the individuals concerned, to shew,
that from the beginning their views were the same, and that
the pretext of reform, under which they masked their purpose,
was far from being the true object of their intentions. The
House would also carry along with them, that the committee,
having been stinted in point of time, had not been able to
digest methodically, or point out distinctly, the various minute
parts- that formed the great and monentous business before
.them. In order to give the House, however, as soon as possible,
possession of so much of it as might serve to point out the daily
and increasing approximation of danger, the committee, in
examining and making up the report, had kept in view the
great object, the leading design of the plan: for it was not to
be imagined, that the distance of the transactions in point of
time, and the fact of their being previously known, made them
the less material as comments on those parts of their conduct
which were discovered in their full maturity.
It would be seen by the report, that the papers found, as far
as related to that part of the conspiracy which immediately im-
plicated the Corresponding Society, and that for constitutional
information, contained two years’ correspondence with various:
other societies in this and a neighbouring country; and from
these, coupled with their subsequent and more recent proceed-
ings, it was evident that those societies, which would be found
to be now setting on foot a convention, had had such a measure
in contemplation from the very outset ; that it was conceived so
long ago as two years back; was openly avowed in their corre-
. spondence;, but kept in reserve to be reduced to practice as soon
2s a seasonable occasion should offer. ~ This whole system of
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insurrection would appear, from the papers found with them,, to
be laid in the modern doctrine of the rights of man; — that
monstrous doctrine, under which the weak and ignorant, who
are most susceptible of impression from such barren abstract
positions, were attempted to be seduced to overturn government,
law, property, security, religion, order, and every thing valuable
in this country, as men acting upon the same ideas had already
overturned and destroyed every thing in France, and disturbed
the peace and endangered the safety, if not the existence, of
every nation in Europe. However gentlemen might ground
arguments against the cautionary measures taken to prevent the
evil effects of that pernicious doctrine, on the contemptible situ-
ation of the authors, and the absurdity of the principles of those
books in which it was inculcated, yet allowing the one to be in
the extreme as contemptible as the others were, absurd, it was
no light or trivial circumstance, when, deduced from it; alarming’
principles were promulgated and eagerlyadopted by large bodies;
and when the proceedings of all those jacobin societies would
appear (as the papers before the House fully demonstrated): to
be only comments on that text ; —a text for the inculcation of
which those societies were the disciples.here, as their corre- f
sponding French brethren were the instruments for disseminat-

" ing it in France, and extending it by carnage and slaughter to

all other parts of Europe.

It would appear, that, prior to the enormities committed in
France, a correspondence had been carried on between those
societies and the jacobin club in Paris, and that delegates wete
sent from them to the national convention, and received for-
mally by that assembly ; and that, at the very moment when the
jacobin faction which usurped the government of that country
had commenced hostilities against Great-Britain, those societies
still, asfar as they could, had pursued the same conduct, ex-
pressed the same attachment to their cause, adopted their ap-
pellations, forms of procéeding and Janguage, and, in short, had
formed a settled design to disseminate the same principles, and
sow. the same seeds of ruin, in their own country. It would be
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found, not only that the most effectual plans which cunning
could devise, had been laid to carry this design ‘into. practice,
but-in the report would be seen a statement of, the catalogue of
manufaeturing towns marked out, as the most likely (from the
vast concourse of ignorant and profligate men who necessarily
collect in such places) to adopt their plans, and corresponding
societics established there, to keep up the “chain of seditious
intercourse, and promulgate and give it universal circulation.
Gentlemen would find in that catalogue a well-chosen, selection
of the places where those people dwell, who must be naturally
supposed most ready to rise at the call of insurrection; who were
most likely to be blinded by their artifices, and prejudiced by
professions; whose understandings were most subject to be mis-
led by their doctrines, and rendered subservient to, their views,
and whom fraudful persuasion, proneness to discontent, and the
visionary and fallacious hope of mending their condition by any
alteration of it whatever, would be most likely to congregate
into an enormous torrent of insurrection, which would sweep
away all the barriers of government, law, and religion, and leave
our country a naked waste for usurped authority. to range in,
uncontrolled and unresisted.

In considering this subject, the House could not but remark
the extraordinary manner in which those societies had varied
their plans of operation ; sometimes acting in undisguised auda-
cious hostility, sometimes putting on the mask of attachment to
the state and country; one day; openly avowing their intentions,
as if purposely to provoke the hand of justice; the next, putting
on the mask of reform, and affecting the utmost zeal for the
preservation of the constitution. .In their letter to the society
at Norwich, would be seen a plain avowal of their obJect an
apology for dezgmng to apply-to parliament; and a candid, sincere
confession, that, not to the parliament, not to the executive
power were they to look f'or redress, but to the convention which
they proposed to erect, and ta.themselves : afterwards they re-
commended _persevering in petitioning for ref'orm to be used as
a mask to their designs, which they, were to throw off when time
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served, aud a period propitibus to their views should arr‘ive.
Happily for this country, and for the whole world, they had pre-
maturely thought that period at hand, and thrown off the mask
just when the bulk of the nation unanimously were uniting with
government in vigilance and care for its protection, and in the
resolution to oppose their efforts. - v
By a due attention to the correspondence of that society, the
House would find, in their communication with the British con-
vention at Edinburgh, which still retained some flimsy remnant
of that disguise, some remains of that hypocrisy assumed to hide
those designs which, though not publicly declared, too obviously
appeared, that they styled this convention the representatives of
the people, clothed in all the right to reform, and send delegates
to it ; and, when some of the most mischievous and active of
its members fell under sentence of the law, that they boldly as-
serted their innocence, nay their merits directly in the teeth of
that law, paid every tribute of enthusiastic applause to the per-
sons convicted by the verdict of juries legally constituted, and
of respect to the convention, pronouncing them objects of pane-
gyric and envy. In conformity to their prior declarations, and
to the plans of insurrection laid by them, they made the legal
condemnation of those guilty persons the signal, as they styled it,
of coming to issue on the point, ¢ Whether the law should frighten
them into compliance, or they oppose it with its own weapons,
to wit, force and power!” that is to say distinctly, Whether
they should yield obedience to the laws of their country, or op-
pose them by insurrection? That was avowed in as plain and
marked language as man could possibly conceive. He thought
that that case, so circumstanced, and supported by such a variety
of coincident matter, was as strong a case as the mind of man
could well imagine; yet, singular though it might appear, all
this was but introductory to facts of a still stronger nature which
were tofollow. He should call the attention of the House to the
history of a society which, despicable and contemptible though
the persons who composed it were, as to talents, education, and
influence, yet when looked at with cautious attention, and com-

\
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pared with the objects they had in. view, and the motives on
which they acted, namely, that great moving pnncnple of all jaco-

* binism, the love of plunder, devastation, and robbery, which

now ‘bore the usurped name of liberty, and that system of
butchery and carnage which had been made the instrument of
enforcing those principles, wouldappear to be formidable in exact
proportion to the meanness and contemptibility of their charac-
ters. Of that society the characteristic was, that, being com-

posed of the lower orders of people, it had within it the means

of unbounded extension, and concealed in itself the seeds of
rapid increase. It had risen already to no less than thirty di-
visions in London, some of those containing as many as six
hundred persons, and was connected by a systematical chain of
correspondence with other societies scattered through all the
manufacturing towns where the seeds of those principles were
laid, which artful and dangerous people might best convert to
their own purposes. It would appear in proof, that that society
had risen to an enormous height of boldness, and erected in it~
self, in express terms, a power to watch over the progress of
parliament, to scan its proceedings, and prescribe limits for its
actions ; beyond which if it presumed to advance, that august
society was to issue its mandate, not only to controvert that act,
but to put an end to the existence of parliament itself: so that,
if the parliament should think it necessary to oppose, by any act
of penal coercion, the ruin of the constitution, that would be the
war-whoop for insurrection ; the means of our defence-would
become the signal for attack, and the parliament be made the
instrument of its own annihilation. = Such language as. this, com-
ing from people apparently so contemptible in talents, so mean
in their description, and so circumscribed in their power, would,
abstractedly considered, be supposed to deserve compassion, as
the wildest workings of insanity; but the researches of the com-
mittee would tend to prove, that it had been the result of deep
design, matured, moulded into shape, and fit for mischievous
effect when opportunity should offer.

About six weeks since, there had arisen a new era m thls his-
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tory of insurrection, in which the House might contemplate those
great machines of jacobinism, the societies alluded to in the re-
port. At that period the Corresponding Society had laid, in due
form, before the society for constitutional information, a delibe-
rate and deep-concerted plan for actually assembling a con-
verntion for all England, not to be the representatives of these
particular bodies for the accomplishment of particular legal
purposes, but to be the representatives of the whole body of
the people of England, and evidently to exercise legislative and
judicial capacities, to overturn the established system of govern-
ment, and wrest from the parliament that power which the people
and the constitution had lodged in their hands. Within a few
weeks the plan was fixed upon to be carried into execution,
and in their circular Ietter they precisely and emphatically stated,

that no time was to be lost ; and lest, by any possibility, their
ruinous intentions should be misunderstood, the letter was ad-
dressed equally to all parts of the island, and circulated with a
share, of vigour, cunning, and addréss, truly astonishing. It
contained also a declaration that a central spot was fixed upon,
which they would not venture to name 'till they had assurances
of the fidelity of those'to whom they were to disclose it which
central spot they chose, as they themselves asserted, for the
purpose of having with greater facility” the delegates of the
whole island present when they assembled; and they particularly
desired each separate society to send an exact account of the
pumber of ‘ifs members, friends, and adherents, m order to
estimate their force. Of this they informed the society for con-
stitutional information, in a letter, accompanied Wlth a set of
resolutions.

It might be objected that men of the description whlch he had
stated, could not be expected to act so consistently, and under
such well-managed disguise; but when, on inspection, it ap-
peared that their plans had been carried on with a degree of cun-
ning and ‘management that greater men in worthier. causes had
failed in mamfestmg, that objection could have no weight when
opposed to evidence thus incontrovertible. ' Who was there that
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knew what jacobins and jacobin principles were, but mustsee,
in tlf},e pretences of reform in parliament held out by these socie-
ties, the arrogant claims of the same class of men as those who
lorded it in France, to'trample upon the rich, and crush every
description of men, women, and children ; the dark designs of
a few, making use of the name “of the people to govern all: aplan

~ founded in the ‘arrogarice ‘of wretches, the outcasts ‘of society,

tendmg to enrich themselves, by depriving of property, and of
life, all those who were dx~tmgulshed either for personal worth,
or for opulence?—'a plan which had been long felt by the unfor-
tunate peoplé of France in all its aggravated horrors, andwhich,
he feared, would long, very Iong, continue to be felt by that ill-
fated country.

From the period hé had mentioned, they had acted upon that
horrible plan; and subsequently ( on the 14th of April) the House
would find & ‘meeting of the society; their proceedings in which
meeting, ‘catried with them no’ faint illustration of what they
might be expectéd to do in the full majesty of power.  There
Would be found résolutions arraigning every branch of the go-
vemment, threatening the sovereign, insulting the House of
peers, and accusing the Cotmons of msuﬂ‘ic}ency there would
be'Found rotice' taken of the ‘measures of “parliament, which had
been previously miadé'the sigiials for aninsurrection of the people;
and declarations 'that’ certain measures, if adopted, whether
with or without the consent of parliament, should be rescinded,
unﬂ'é't"ﬂiexr doétrine, Salus populi suprema lez, and that the con-
sntuuon had'béen utterly destroyed. Could there be a more
eXphclt avowal 'of their views? = All the materials from whence
proof of thése’ allegations ‘was drawn, rested on' their own au-
thent:c records, and on’ the express and- unequxvoca] avowal of
thelr own deliberate ‘acts’in their meditated system of insurrecs
ti6n. “This ‘was’ the “essente’ of the subject ; but if the House
were ‘of opinion,” that’ tHis''so deeply affected the safety and
existence of parlmment itself, #nd struck ‘at the root of 'govern.
ment and the constitution, 5" to ‘demand interference, there
were, in aﬂdltmn, other thmgs whxch must ‘contribute not a
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little to increase the impatience of the House to baffle the views
of those conspirators, and stop the final execution of their
projects.

For his part, Mr. Pitt aald, such was his opinion of the Brltlah~
constitution, that, even supposing the executive government had
been guilty of evei‘y neglect of their duty in watching over its
safety, and parliament had been supine under those manifesta-
tions of sedition, he conceived its enemies must nevertheless
have failed of success; but, however persuaded he might be of
this fact, it was still right to prevent, by timely interference, the
small misery which a short struggle' might necessarily produce,
and to save the nation at large from the reproach, that they had
seen such acts, and heard such avowals, without having adopted
proper steps to check their execution, and punish those who were
so wicked as to devise them. There were stated in the close of
the report, on grounds not light or trivial, though not minutely
entered into in the report till after fuller investigation by the
committee, allegations that arms had been actually procured and ..
distributed by these socicties, and were in the hands of those
very people whom they had been striving to corrupt: and that
even now, instead of breaking up this formidable league, and -
disbanding and dxepersmg this jacobin army, they had shewn
themselves immoveably bent on the pursuit of their purpose,
and displayed preparations of defiance and resistance to the
measures of government.

It remained for the House to consider what was to be done ?
and, in considex:ing that, they would not refer to the quality of the
persons, but to the nature and magnitude of the objectstheyhad in
view. It would be found, when the causes and proceedings were
taken into contemplation, that so formidable a conspiracy had ne-
ver before existed. The enquiry was yet far from complete, and
unfit for final decision, the documents being very voluminous: but
the committee had deemed it their duty to shew the House that
instant precaution was necessary, and had therefore, though
unablc to finish the important research, laid before the House
what they had yet done, which he hoped would be thought
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sufficient grounds for adopting the measure he intended to pro-
pose. Ithad been usual, in time of danger, to enacta temporary
suspension of the Habeas Corpuslaw. As that great and essen-
tial benefit to the subject had been suggested, and provided for
the preservation of the constitution on the one hand, so, on the
other, it could not exist if the constitution was gone. The tem-
porary sacrifice of that law might be, on certain occasions, as
necessary to the support of the constitution, as the maintenance
of its principles was at all others. It had been suspended at a
time when the constitution and liberty of the country were most
peculiarly guarded and respected; and such a suspension was
more particularly called for at.this crisis, when attempts were
made to disseminate through the realm, prihcip]es and means of
action that might endanger that constitution, for the preservation
of which that law had been made, and which might produce much
more lamentable effects, and at last require a remedy greater in
extent and more dreddful, than the one now proposed. This
was not his opinion alone, but the sentiments of all those re-
spectable gentlemen of the committee who had investigated the
matter. He should therefore move “ for leave to bring in a
bill te empower his Majesty to secure and detain all such per-
sons as should be suspected of conspiring against his person and
government.”

The motion was carried, - o
AFC8aeeasiearsossss201
Noes.ivareeencenses 39
and, after another division, on 2 motion made by Mr. Grey, “ for a call
of the House,” which was negatived, the bill was presented, read a first
and second time, and voted into the committee ; where its various clauses
being adjusted and agreed to, the report was received, and the bill ordered

to be engrossed and read a third time the next day.

VOL. II, D
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May 17. 1794.

On a motion for the third reading of the bill, which had been intro-
duced the preceding day, ¢ for suspending the operation of the Habeas

Corpus Act,” the measure was strenuously opposed, particularly by Mr.
Grey, Mr, Sheridan, and Mr. Fox.

Mr. P11, in defence of the motion, -observed, that from the
lateness of the hour, and having but little inclination to go
much at length into a question which had been already so fully
discussed, it was not his intention to detain the House for any
great length of time; and, indeed, the very able manner in
which his honourable friends had already argued it, rendered it
unnecessary for him tosay much. The right honourable gentle-
man * commenced, and had concluded, his speech, by holding
out, as an incontrovertible argument, that the measures at
present. necessarily adopted by administration, would impair
materially, if not totally destroy, the constitution of this coun-
try; a mode of reasoning that he could never suffer to pass
without a reply. Pursuing that strain of argument, the honour-
able gentleman had pronounced, in terms of unrivalled eloguence,
a most pathetic funeral oration on the supposed. departed liber-
ties of British subjects, which he had stated as having expired
with the introduction of the present bill —a bill, in his mind,
nothing worse, or more dangerous in its consequence, than what
had been known, from the experience and practice of our an-
cestors, to be a wise and proper measure, when the existing
‘circumstances of the country demanded such a measure, and
required that the hands of the executive government should be
strengthened. That necessity, however difficult it might be to
convince that honourable gentleman of its existence, he irusted,
had been fully made out to the House, and to all those who had
given themselves the trouble of bestowing the slightest consider-
ation on the subject ; and such necessity having been proved to
-exist, it came then to be considered, whether the danger was

* Mr. Fox.
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of sufficient magnitude to justify the suspension of the Habeas
Corpus act, which, properly speaking, was the only question
for consideration before the House. That measure, he granted,
was of considerable importance ; it was a remedy only to be ap-
plied when the emergency was so great as really to call for it.
The fair question, therefore, which gentlemen were to put to
their own minds, was simply this, Whether the danger with
which the constitution of the country was threatened by the
practices now exposed, was, or was not, greater than any dan-
ger which could result from putting into the hands of the execu-
tive government, a more than ordinary degree of power, for
the purpose of resisting what they considered, and what parlia-
ment considered, a very dangerous conspiracy ? The honour-
able gentleman had carried his argument so far as to say, that if
the bill passed, all the rights of the peoplé, and all the privileges
of parliament, would be at once destroyed —a doctrine which he
could never admit, by whatever ability or eloquence it might
be supported.  On that point it was important for the consider-
ation of the House, a point which had not yet been touched on
by any‘of those who had argued the question, that the bill was
limited in its duration; that it was but a temporary measure,
adapted to a present existing evil, and was to continue in force
for little more than six months; and that it invested the exe-
_cutive government with a temporary discretionary power, to
fmprison suspected persons for that limited time, without bring-
ing them to. trial ;—all the rights of the people, and all the privi-
leges of parliament, remaining uninterruptedly the same, attach-
ing all the time the same responsibility upon ministers to which
they were liable in every other situation in which they acted,
and equally answerable for any abuse of this power, if they
should abuse it, as they were for the abuse of any other discre-
tionary power which was vested 'in them. Stating the question
in that view, which was the real and proper state of it, could
any gentleman think that all the liberties of the subject, and all
the privileges of parliament, would be so completely annihilated
by the ‘bill, as’to make it a question, whether a memher of
c 2
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parliament ought, or ought not, to give up his attendance in par-
liament, or the interest of his constituents?, He would not do those
honourable gentlemen the injustice to suppose that any of them
thought so for a moment ; and it would not be doing justice to
their own characters, were they to make any such declaration.
The right honourable gentleman, and those who argued on the
same side with him, had contended, that in this, and other
measures of government,, there appeared a strong imitation of
the French system of procedure : upon what grounds they
knew best : hitherto they had never taken the trouble of ex-
plaining them to the House. Wherein was the comparison to be
found? He begged gentlemen to attend a little to the compara-
tive state of the two countries. Here a case had been stated,
and clearly made out, proving that there was a party in this
country, whose avowed system aimed at the destruction of all
civilised order, the annihilation of parliament, and the subver-’
sion of the constitution, by the introduction of Jacobinism,
which had already proved so fatal to France, and at that
moment threatened the dissolution of every established govrrn-
ment in Europe! Such being the case in this country, it was
proposed to -prevent the calamitous effects of this dangerous
conspiracy, by the adoption of a legal measure, limited in its
duration, and which the experience and wisdom of our ancestors
had approved, and found highly beneficial. What, then, was
to be compared to this in the situation of France, under the
influence of the present ruling power in that country, miscalled
a government ? — a power which, to support its reprobated, de-
testable, and presumptuous usurpation, had recourse to every
stratagem that fraud, robbery, and injustice could suggest. It
was, therefore, unfair to impose any such comparisons upon
the House ; for, in the present instance, we were doing no more
than resisting French crimes, by opposing to them English prin-.
ciples; and between them it would not be said, there could be
found the least-comparison, onzlogy, or imitation. The right
honourable gentleman had next proceeded, in the climax of his
imagination, to augur consequences the most portentous, omi-
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nous, and inauspicious, from the arguments of the right
honourable gentleman * who sat near him; and, taking that to
be the first step of the ladder which he supposed reared for the
destruction of the constitution, seemed dreadfully afraid about
the extent to which that reasoning might be carried; and’ on
that point he had produced somewhat of an extraordinary kind
of argument, which was, that, because all the measures which
had yet been taken had proved ineffectual to check the progress
af the evil they had been applied to remedy, we were not there-
fore, to persevere in endeavouring to overcome the evil by the
application of means stronger and more efficacious. But here
it might be asked, whether, if those measures had not been
adopted, and the vigilance of government exerted, the evils
complained of might not have been much greater now than they
really were? and whether, if no such steps had been taken
during the last two years, we should have enjoyed the same tran-
- quillity that had prevailed during that period ? The fact was; if
these measures had not been adopted, we should have been
burried much faster to the same scenes of mischief which had
now been opened to our view, and-from the dreadful conse-
guences-of which we had been saved by the vigilance of parlia-
ment, and the exertions of government, assisted by the prévailing
epinions of the country.

The right honourable gentleman had then said, that if we
dreaded all that our alarms had snggested, and found that the
measures adopted last year had not succeeded in checking those
parties, we ought not to persevere by more severe measures,
avhen there was reason to think that suth measures had been’of
little avail, and that those of a cooler and more moderate nature
would have been ‘more adequate: but to what did the right
honourable gentleman mean to apply those mild and moderate
remedies ? Did he suppose that the progress of a Jacobin con-
vention, were it to be once established in this country, was to be-
stopped, and its consequences avoided by indulgence and con~

#* Mr. Windham.
p3



38 ' . MR. PITT’S [May 17,

céssion ? or that indulgence and concession were fit to be applied
as a remedy to so daring an attempt upon the existence of
the constitution? He might wish to preserve the British con-
stitution, but that would be a thing impossible, if these societies
met with indulgence or concession. Their own language clearly
expressed; that they would make no compromise ; and-it must
be clear that no concession would satisfy them, short of a surren-
der of the British constitution. - It must therefore appear that
resistance, and the sfrongest resistance that could be made, vs('as
absolutely necessary, notwithstanding all that had been augured
in'so prophetic a strain against the adoption of severe measures,
even in extreme cases. The right honourable gentleman had
said, « if there are such persons, to be sure you cannot like them ;
but never imagine that persecution will get the better of their
opinions, whatever they may be.” If such tolération of opinions
ought to' be granted to persons of the description which the’
members of those societies proved to be, to what did it amount ?
It amounted to a toleration of the worst species of anarchy,
sedition, and treason. Im his idea of persecuting for political
opinions, the right honourable gentleman need not suppose that
there was any particular ‘intention, -by that bill, to go too
great a length in that way ; and, once for all; to answer the
question of ¢ where are you to stop?” It was not proper
that the lmit of their remedies should be ever declared, or that
they should pronounce that this was the last remedy to which
they would have recourse: he wduld at the same time say, that
prosecution, in no instance, ought to extend beyond what the
. real necessity of the case required : and the temporary means
proposed by the present bill might be supposed the best remedy
in the present case. '
Mr: Pitt said, he should next come to those points on which
the right honourable gentleman seemed to have argued at a
much greater length than he thought necessary, viz. the degree
of necessity that existed, the proofs of that necessity, and the n1a-
ture of the remedy applied to the case. Upon these several points,

he conceived, the House was already perfectly satisfied; and he
4
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could see no reason why the right honourable gentleman should.
have introduced into that part of his speech, so much in favour
of the right which the people had to meet for legal purposes in
a constitutional way, or their fight to petition parliament for a
reform in the répresentation, because these were points which
had never been disputed, and had no connection whatever with
the question before the House. With regard to the policy of
such an application to parliament, when that question came
regularly before. the House last year, he had fully declared his
sentiments on that subject, and on a parliamentary reform, and
his opinions still remained the same: but, surely, no person
would presume to say, that there existed the most remote ana-
logy between legal societies for obtaining reform in parliament,
with an intention and desire legally and constitutionally to im-
prove the representation, and that convention proposed by the
Jacobin: societies, whose object was the destruction of parlia-
ment, and not its improvement. That that was their design, was
clearly proved by the authority of their own records: the bulk
of them did not even pretend that reform was either their view
or their wish ; such a measure was peither in their mouths, nor
in their minds ; neither did their actions in any sort correspond
with the actions of men who wished well to their country. To
give any sanction to them, under the impression that their
object was a legal and constitutional reform, was too ridiculous
an idea to admit even of a moment’s. consideration: as well
might they talk of giving their sanction to legal conspiracy and
legal assassination, as imagine that those societies had any legal
or virtuous purpose whatever in their system ! [To corroborate
this argument, the Chanceller of the Exchequer read various
extracts from the proceedings of the Society for Constitutional
Information, and the London Corresponding Society.] These
societieswere, he said, the main springs of this destructive system,
~which called aloud for such immediate and such powerful resist-
ance. What he had read from their own books, proved suffi-
ciently, in his mind, that it was through hypocrisy they pretended
their object was a parliamentary reform, and that they used
‘ . D 4
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it merely as a pretext or mask for their real and mischievous

designs ; and the papers inserted in’their report were, in his

opinion, a full and complete answer to such gentlemen as endea-

voured to confound those men with parliamentary reformers,

and served also to refute the charge made by those who had

insisted that the report contained no new matter whatever. In
one of their proceedings they appointed a committee for the

express purpose of watching over the conduct of parliament, with

a view to control any proceeding which might appear to them

improper; and that they were to effect through the organ of a

convention, expressing at the same time, that as no redress of
griévances could be'expected from that quarter, it became their

duty to repel tyranny by the same means by which it was sup-

ported. On that point he could not but express his surprise at

hearing the same arguments used by that right honourable gen-

tleman which had been used on a former night, respecting the’
right which existed in the people at large to watch over the pro-

ceedings of parliament, and to interfere when any measure was

going forward which they might conceive inimical to their inte-

rests.” What most astonished him was, that any argument of
that sort should be offered 3s a palliation for the conduct of that

society ; since, after the union with the other in the same sys-

tem, and for the same objects, they avowedly came to resolu-

tions, that they should not appeal to parliament for redress of
their supposed grievances, but were to proceed to acts of autho-

rity and control over the functions of parliament.

With regard to nothing new being contained in the report, it
was in itself a matter of indifference, whether the information
contained in it was old or new, provided it was considered to
substantiate the grounds upon which the alarm had taken place.
However, in point of fact, they were not old proofs ‘which it
contained ; for, until the seizure of the papers, the correspon-
dence with the club at Norwich was never known ; and that was
one of the most important discoveries that those papers con-
tained, as it had brought to light the general design of assem-
bling their Jacobin convention. As to what was knewn two
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years ago, could any person say, that these transactions werc
unconnected with the subsequent and progressive proceedings of
those societies, and that they did not form a very material link
of that chain of conduct which it was necessary to trace from its
first commencement down to the present moment ? One part of
the repoyrt, however, the right honourable gentlemanhad admitted
to be new ; that which stated that these societies were preparing
to put arms into the hands of those who were to carry their
de51gns into execution. That article of the report had been some-
what curiously objected to, that, not being in the body of the
report, but given as a separate article, it was therefore less
authentic. In answer to which he should mention, that that
piece of information was cautiously given, because the com-
mittee, at the time their report was made up, had not been able
to make so full an inquiry into that matter as the importance of
the subject demanded; they, however, were now convinced,
that they would very soon be in possession of such information
as might lead them to propose to parliament some further mea-
sures on that article. Another reason they had for making it
" a separate article, was, that the full information contained in
the report respecting the intended convention, was in thejr
minds sufficient to warrant the proceedmgs intended to be
founded thereon.

As to the propriety of the remedy, without again recurring
to the arguments used against persecution for matters of 'opi-
nion, he would shortly say, the remedy amounted to nothing
else than putting a legal restraint upon criminal actions; and
the present crime amounted, in his opinion, to a conspiracy of
that nature, which was ‘an equal, if not a stronger, reason for
the suspension of the Habeas Corpus act, than either the cases
of invasion or rebellion, to which gentlemen had so frequently
alluded. The right honourable gentleman seemed very much
to doubt the good effects of the bill, and that it would never
attain the object for which it was intended : the opinion of the
persons who composed those societies seemed to differ essen-
tially from his, and they considered it in a different point of
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view ; for they had declared the suspension of the Habeas Corpus
act the very measure which should be the signal for them to
assemble. their convention, and on that account it became the
more necessary for parliament to pass the bill quickly, to pre-
vent them from taking measures to evade its operation.

With regard to the measure being likely to invite the French
to invade us, the right honourable gentleman had spoken nobly
and boldly on that head, when he said, that he did not fear an
invasion, but would not invite one ; and in that sentiment he
perfectly concurred: but the material difference between them
was, that he believed the effect on the French would be quite
the reverse from what he supposed, for certainly the suppression
of our enemies at home would be no very welcome intelligence
to our enemies abroad. But however that might be, with
régard to the disaffected persons in this country, whatever their
numbers were, it was proper the vigilant exertions of govern- .
ment should equal their activity.

The House divided on Mr. Jekyll’s motion of adjournment ; which
being rejected,

NOESueevssserees 185
the bill was read a third time, and passed. *

.

May 30. 1794.

M. Fox, pursuant to the notice he had given, this day submitted to the
House a series of resolutions (fourteen in number), reviewing the past
proceedings of the war, and setting forth the measures that ought in-
stantly to be adopted for promoting, on equltable and moderate
conditions, a pamﬁcahon with France.

M. Sheridan, in supporting these resolutions, took occasion to com-
ment, in very severe terms, upon the conduct of Administration, He
charged them with being the authors of a system of alarm calculated to
deceive and insnare the people, and maintained that the traitorous

e

* This debate, ‘which was conducted with unusu>al warmth, lasted til}
threc o’clock the following morning (Sunday).
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designs, which had been pointed at in the report of the Secret Com-
nittee, were fabulous plots and forged conspiracies, originating solely in
the 'foul imagination of His Majesty’s Ministers.

Mr. PirT: — .

I do not feel it necessary, on the present occasion, or in the
present stage of the debate, to trouble the House for any length
of time, for the same reason that I had, in the first instance,
conceived that it would be unnecessary for me to trouble them
at all. The substance of the question, and of the arguments
brought in support of it, is, as was stated by the right honour-
able mover of the resolutions, certainly old. The honourable
gentleman ¥, however, who spoke last, has contrived to intre-
‘duce a considerable deal of novelty into the latter part of his
speech. I will not say that the matter which he thus intro-
duced, was not connected with the question: had it not been
connected with the question, you, Sir, would undoubtedly have
called him to order. 1 could easily, however, account for the
prineiple on which yéu were restrained from doing so, when I
recollect that on a former occasion you stated, that any argument,
however bad or absurd, does not therefore become disorderly.
It is possible that an argument may have some connection though
it be not such ascan evidently be réceived in the first instance,and
certainly it will be allowed, with respect to the honourable gentle-
man, that he is possessed of such ingenuity as to bring together
every argument, however incongruous, that may suit his purpose,
and give it an appearance of connexion with the question. What
then was the amount of his arguments? That you ought to dis-
continue the war, because it afforded the means of fabricating
plots in this country. The honourable gentleman thought proper,
without the smallest regard either to probability or decency, to
assert that plots had been fabricated, and that these plots had
no foundation except in the foul imagination of ministers. The
abuse of that honourable gentleman has been'too.often repeated
to have any degree of novelty with me, or to be entitled to any
degree of importance, either with myself, or -any other of my

N * Mr. Sheridan.
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honourable friends, who may occasionally happen to be its ob-
jects. But I must own, that there is some degree of novelty
indeed in this mode of attack against a report originating from
twenty-one members, to whose character for honour and in-
tegrity I will not do any injury by comparing it with the quar-
ter from which the attack was made

[Being here called to order by Mr. Courtenay, for an improper and
unealled-for attack upon the character of his honourable friend (Mr-
Sheridan), the Speaker interfered, and allowed that the expressipns
were disorderly, however they might have arisen from the mode of at-
tack which had been irregularly adopted by the honourable gentleman
(Mr. Sheridan) in the first instance.

" Mr. Sheridan rising to speak, Mr. Pitt proceeded : —

Except the honourable gentleman rises for a motion of order
I certainly, as having been already before the House, am en-
~title2 to be heard. [Here Mr. Sheridan sat down.] I beg leave
to say, that I must always bow with deference to any interrup-
tion from you, Sir, whose regard to the dignity and impartiality
in conducting the business of this House is upon every oc-
casion so cvident, and whenever interrupted for any expression
that may appear disorderly, and may have escaped.me in the
heat of debate, I most readlly make my apology, where alone
it is due, to you and to the House. Still, however, I must be
permitted to add, that the language of the honourable gentle-
man whose observations I was called upon to answer, was
neither within the rules of parliamentary debate, nor of parlia-
mentary decency.

I was proceeding, when interrupted, to state, that the
honourable gentleman had argued, that the discontinuance
of the war would put an end to those proceedings of a com-
mittee of this House, which he has chosen to brand with
such coarse and indiscriminate censure. The question is not
merely, whether his mode of attack is fair and candid with
respect to the individuals composing that committee ; but how
far it is proper to be‘ adopted, when their report has already
been received by this House, and been made the foundation

g
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of a measure now sanctioned by the three branches of the
legislature —the suspension of the Habeas Corpus act. The
preamble of that measure states the existence of that plot, as
recognised from the investigation of a committee, and-the in-
spection of voluminous papers, which the honourable gentle-
man has chosen to brand as the fabrication of ministers. But
why has he introduced this subject, apparently so little con-
nected with the question?’In order, as it appears, to give an
account of a transaction, of which, I declare, till this night, I
knew nothing *: as little am I acquainted with the dissemina-
tion of those inflammatory papers of which so much has been
said by the honourable gentleman. I have, indeed, for these
few days past, been engaged with the”examination of papers,
but papers very different from those alluded to by the honour-
able gentleman. These papers, voluminous in their size, form.
the records of those societies, whose proceedings have attracted
the notice of government. They contain materials of a nature
wvery interesting indeed, and with which this House will speedily
be acquainted. - When these materials shall be brought forward,
it will then appear, whether there is any real ground for alarm,
or for supposing the existence of that plot which has been
stated : I shall -only desire the House to compare what shall

¥ Mr. Sheridan, in the course of his spéech, had.complained of certain
liberties, which he conceived had been taken with his character as a
smember of that House, — Suppose,” continued Mr. Sheridan, “ a great
magistrate of the city, robed in the ensigns of his office, not lightly over
a glass of wine, or after a good dinner, but solemnly and gravely in the
court with his brother aldermen, should declare that a member of par
liament, by name -Mr. Sheridan, would be sent to the Tower within two
months, provided the Habeas Corpus act were suspended, and shounld
back his assertion with a bet, and so considerable a bet as one hundred
and twenty guineas to six,— would you think this a light or trivial mat-
ter? And would not gentlemen suppose that such a magistrate; from

- his known connection with administration, had some authority for saying

50 beyond his own ideas.as a private man? It weuld not bé orderly to
name the honourable magistrate; but if he be in the House, he pro-
bably may-be known by a,gold chain which he wears.”
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appear upon the face of the report of their committee with what

has been asserted by the honourable gentleman, as having been
made use of by a respectable member of this House. * I am sur-
prised that it could ever have appeared in any other light than
as an expression of levity. The honourable gentleman, how-
‘ever, thinks otherwise. From the serious view in which he has
taken it up, it appears that a conspiracy cannot be going abroad,
but he immediately takes guilt to himself. If his jedlousy be
indeed so wakeful, and his fears so easily excited, in all proba-
bility the bet which he has mentioned with respect to hxmself
may be a fair speculation.

In oné point of view I must indeed thank the honourable
gentleman for having Introduced the topic of the state of the
country, and the existence of plots, however irrelevant it might
seem to the subject of debate. However irrelevant it might.
seem, as introduced by him, it is certainly highly in our favour,
For if, from the result of the repori of your committee, it shall
appear that there is ground to suppose that there has existed
a system in this country, (and indeed no country in Europe has
been exempted from its effects,) to introduce French principles
for French purp‘oses, and by French means; if the same system
may be traced all over the Continent, and there shall be found
to be the most striking coincidence, both in the object aimed
at, and the means by which ‘it has been prosecuted; if the
whole shall be clearly imputable to the present government of
France, and be calculated every where to produce the same
effects, which we have witnessed in that country, it must then
be admitted, that nothing less than the subversion of that
jaeobin government, which has been contended for by my
honourable friend +, can be adequate to the purposes of the war.
The present, indeed, is not a contest for distant, or contin-
gent objects; it is not a contest for acquisition of territory ; it
is not a contest for power and glory ; as little is it carried on
merely for any commercial advantage, or any particular form
-of .government s but it -is a contest for the security, the tran-

* The Lord Mayor. + Mr. Jenkinson.
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quillity, and the very existence ‘of Great Britain, connected
with that of every established government, and every country
,in Europe. This is the view of the nature of the war, upon
which this House has acted in its former decisions. It is a view
confirmed by the experience of every day, and of every hour;
it isa view which the events of the present moment have tended
-still more strongly to impress upon the minds of- gentlemen of
this House, this moment which has been chosen of all others in
order to induce us to abandon our prmcxples, and reverse our
decisions.

I do not think it necessary to comment at length upon the
string of resolutions brought forward by the right honourable
gentleman. * They are cvidently introduced for the express
purpose of recording upon the journals of this House the opi-
nions of that right honourable gentleman with respect to the
nature, the objects, and the probable events of the war — opi-
nions which he has brought forward both in the course of the
present and of the former session. The substance of all his
resolutions may be reduced to two, to each of which, now that
I am upon my legs, I shall feel it necessary to say a very few
words, The right honourable gentleman, in a speech more
distinguished by its length and ability, than by any additional
matter or novelty of argument, divided the whole subject into
three or four periods, in order to prove that the subversion of
the jacobin government was inconsistent with the former pro-
fessions of this government, and in its own nature impolitic
and impracticable. In order to prove his assertion, the right
honourable gentleman began with adverting to the professions
of neutrality, held out on the part of this country previous
to the declarations;, and to the negociations set on foot, in
order to secure the continuance of peace. To this part of his
argument, the answer of my honourable friend was so full and
satisfactory, as to require on my part no addition. I have
only to state, along with him, that it is not every provocation
which justifies a war. The French revolation might not, in

# Mr. Fox.
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the first instance, appear to be so great an evil, as it has
since evinced itself to be. It might not be discovered to have
such pernicious effeets as have since unfolded themselves to our
view. The extent to which it carries the principle of propagat-
ing its doctrines by fire and sword is now, however, no longer a
matter of doubt. The principle is rendered still more danger-
ous by the means which it possesses for carrying in into effect.
Can we, then, be supposed to be pledged to the same line of
conduct in the present moment, which, in the first instance, we*
might have deemed it prudent to adopt ?— In proportion as the
extent of the evil discloses itself, does not there arise a neces-
sity for increased means of resistance? The right honourable
gentleman stated, that even subsequent to the memorable period
of the 10th of Angust, we continued our professions of neu- |
trality, though we thought proper to break off all intercourse
-with the French nation on account of their conduct to thé
sovereign. Of the principles upon which that intercourse was
broken off, the House have already expressed their decided
approbation ; and can they then, with regard either to the dig-
nity of their character, or the consistency of their principles,
renew, in a time of war, that intercourse which they thought
i)roper, on such solid grounds, to break off in time of peace;
and at a time too, when, I contend, that the attempt to re-
' new such intercourse would be as impotent as it would be dis-
graceful ?

The right honourable gentleman stated, that the obJects first
held out for the war on the part of this country, were the
breach of treaty by the French with respect to the Scheldt, and-
the views of aggrandisement which they disclosed in seizing
upon the territory of the neighbouring powers. So far I admit
he has stated justly; but when he says that all idea of inter-
ference . with the government of France was "entirely dis-
claimed, he states what is not the fact.— Such an interference,
I grant, was not precisely stated; it was, however, referred
to, even in.the first instance. And, in proof of this asser-
tion, I refer to the following passage in His Majesty’s mes-
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sage, brought down 'to this House so early as the 28th of
January, 1793. ‘

¢ In the present situation of affairs, His Majesty thinks it
indispensably necessary to make a farther 'auf;rmentatidn of his
forces by sea-and land, for maintaining the security and rlghts
of his own dom\mons, for supporting his allies, and for opposing
views -of aggrandisement and ambition on the part of France,
which Wwould be at all times dangerous to the general interests
‘of Europe, but are particularly so, when connected with the

‘propagation of principles which lead to the violation of the
most sacred duties, and are utterly subversive of the peace and
order of all civil society.”

Such was the language even then adopted by HIS Majesty,
and re-echoed in the answer of this House to that message. - A
few days after, came the declaration of war on the part of
the French. What were the sentiments I expressly declared in
the course of the last session, I refer to the recollection of every
member present. A few days previous to the close of last
session, the right honourable gentleman came forward with a
metion precisely similar in nature and effect to the resolutions
which he has this day proposed to the House. I then stated,
that while the - existing system continued in France, we could
have but little hope of obtaining a peace upon solid and perma- .
nent grounds; that, could a peace be obtained, I. certainly
should not consider the continuance of the system, as itself, an
objection. At the same time I expressly assured the House that
the prospect of affairs was such as not to afford the smallest
ground of rational expectation of our ever being able to obtain
such a peace as we could either accept, or, for any length of
time, hope to enjoy, while France remained under the influence
of jacobin councils, and that the prospect of bringing the war
te a conclusion, as well as the security for any engagements
which we might form with France, must ultimately depend upon
the destruction of those principles, which were hostile to every
regular government, and subversive of all good faith. I as-
serted farther, that if an opportunity should occur, in which we

VOL. I E
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might interfere with advantage in the internal government of
France, we certainly should avail ourselves of every such oppor-
tunity, as an operation of the war. Had I, as the right honour-.
able gentleman has contended, disclaimed all such interference
in the present war, I should have done what never has been done
in any former war. And I have only to remind the right ho-
nourable gentleman, of what, upon a former occasion, was his
opinion with respect to an interference, which government found
necessary to make in the affairs of Holland. When we at-
tempted to defend that measure upon the p;inéiples of justice,
he contended that we proved too much, and that in order to
justify it, it was only necessary to show that it was for the inte-
rest of Great Britain. Upon what principle, then, can he now
possibly urge that an interference, admitted in every former
war, should become unjustifiable in the present, that com-
menced, on the part of France, with an interference againsf
ourselves ?

Having supposed, then, that all idea of interference was dis-
claimed, the right honourable gentleman proceeded to, bring

forward a charge of inconsistency, from the declaration of
" Lord Hood, at Toulon, and that afterwards published by His
Majesty, addressed to the “people of France. These declara-
tions, I affirm, are perfectly consistent. That of Lord Hood
only promises protection to the people of Toulon, so far as he.
could grant it, without specifying any particular form of govern-
ment — they chose to pledge themselves to the constitution of
1789. The declaration of His Majesty offers protection to all the
people of France who shall approve of an hereditary monarchy:.
What, then, do the resolutions, prepared by the right honourable.
gentleman, call upon you to do?—to counteract all your former
sentiments — to abandon those principles to which you have
pledged yourselves — to rescind the measures which you have
solemnly adopted —and, after having displayed the extent of,
your resources, and put into the hands of His Majesty means
for carrying on the war, to tell him that he shall not avail him-
self of those means, and abandon every resource, except that
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of making peace with France. It is to require you, at theend
of the session, to make .a recantation of all that you have done
in every former part of it—to contradict all your former pro-
fessions, and to renounce opinions formed upon the most serious
deliberation, and confirmed by repeated acts. It is worthy of
remark, that the gentlemen on the other side, who are so fond
of accusing others of inconsistency, take to themselves the
credit of supporting the war to a certain period. Beyond that
period they have stated they found it impossible to give it
any farther support, though I must observe, looking to their
general conduct, if the periods at which they gave it support,
and at which they thought necessary to withdraw it, were to be
transposed, the difference would be very inconsiderable. What
was the period, down to which they take the credit of having
given support to the war? ~the passing of the French corps bill.
Then it was, it seems, that they first discovered that the present
was a war for the purpose of an internal interference in the
government of France. But it is of little consequence to this
House, what are the opinions of individuals, or what the pre-
tences which they may hold out, It is their business to con-
sider what has been their general line of conduct, and what
gourse they are bound 'to adopt on the present occasion, from
a regard to the dignity of their character, and the consistency of
their measures. In this point of view they will consider whether
they have this night heard any thing to induce them to deviate
from these principles, which they adopted on the most mature
deliberation: The right honourable gentleman, in order to throw
discredit on the object of the war, has had recourse to a confu-
sion of argument.’ He chooses to confound the subversion of the
present jacobin-government with the conquest of France, and
states, that we have in view nothing léss than the entire subju-
- gation of that country. = He forgets that the objects are entirely
different: we have no desire to conquer France; we wish only
to free it from a system of tyranny equally oppressive to- itself
and dangereus to its neighbours; which can, in the first in-
stance; ‘only exist by the misery ‘of its. subjects, and menaces
E 2
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in its progress the destruction of every regular government.
But he states, as an argument against our success, that the force
of that government is in the present moment stronger than ever,
while he adds, however, by way of parenthesis, no matter whe-
ther by terror, or by whatever means. He 'seems to think that
- the means by which that power is supported, have nothing to
do with the question. I contend that they form the whole ; since
on those means the permanence and stability of the government
must depend. If it is a power acquired by the influence of ter-
ror, and supported by a system of coercion, it is nenther likely
to be solid nor lasting.” . i
Another object which the right honourable gentleman has
urged, is, that even if you should succeed in subverting-the
present government of France, such a measure would be in
itself impolitic, and could afford you no prospect of rational
advantage. What, says he, would you destroy a government
before you have made up your minds what to substitute in its
stead? Do you consider the consequence of again 'setting the
minds of men adrift, and how can you be sure that the result
will be better than what you at present witness? This is
exactly an illustration of the mode of argument adopted by the
right honeurable gentleman, who, consulting neither the policy
nor expediency of the particular question, is always addicted to
‘push his general principles to the extreme. You ought not,
says he, to subvert the present form of government, because,.
if the French are to be left to choose for themselves, you do not
know by what other form it may be succeeded, whetheran ab-
‘solute ora limited monarchy, or a different species of republic.
In opposition to this reasoning, we can safely decide from ex-
periencé of its effects,’ that any form of government which
‘succeeds the present, founded upon jacobin principles, though
not the best, must be comparatively good. But as a reason
why ‘we ought not to seek the subversion of this jacobin govern-
ment, or be apprehensive of danger from its existence, . the
right honourable gentleman has stated, that it ‘has been found
perfectly possible for opposite governments to exist:together,
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without interfering with each other. I grant that this is per-
fectly possible with respect to any established government,
however defective, acting upon certain rules, and from certain
principles. But I cannot admit that it is the case with respect
to a system such as the present established in France, a system
such as never existed before in any country, and to which no
analogy can be found in the history of mankind; a system
admitting of no modification of its vices, excluding all principles,
and bearing in itself the seeds of hostility to every regular go-
vernment; a system not possessing the means of power for the
protection of its subjects, but usurping them. for their oppres-
sion. Such a system presents no remedy for its vices, or hope
of security to its neighbours, but in its entire subversion. On
all these grounds I trust that the policy, consistency, and ne-
cessity of a vigorous prosecution of the war, will still appear to
remain unimpeached. i
I have only a few words to say to that resolution of the right
honourable gentleman, which suggests that we ought to aim at
peace by negotiation. In desiring us to have recourse to nego-
tiation, he contends, that we have at least nothing to apprehend
from the experiment, even if it should fail, and that to propose
terms can surely be attended with no harm. The answer of my
honourable friend # to this part of his argument was so full
and satisfactory, as to render it unnecessary for me to add any
.thing farther. My honourable friend stated, in the clearest
manner, the little hope we could have of success in any nego-
tiation from the nature of the jacobin system, and the cha-
racter of the present French rulers, and the still less security
which we should have for the performance of any engagement
into which they might enter. But the question is not merely
whether. these persons, now at the head of affairs in France,
would be disposed to treat.with us, or whether we could have
any security for any peace which we might make with them?
‘We are to recollect, that while that system, with which we now

* Mr, Jenkinson.
E 3
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contend, continues in France, we can have no peace upon any
terms short of absolute ruin and dishonour ; and that, by an ex-
press law of the constitution, any Frenchman who should pro-
pose to treat with us, except upon the conditions of abandoning
our most sacred principles and our dearest rights, of surrender-
ing our constitution, dethroning our virtuous monarch, and
consenting to introduce into this country that horrible system
of anarchy which they propose to our imitation, is declared a
traitor. What, then, becomes of the argument of the right
honourable gentleman, that even if ‘we should enter into nego-
tiation, no harm could possibly be attendant upon our failure?
Have we not reason to suppose, that by those who avow such
principles, the terms which we should propose would most
certainly be rejected? And what, then, would be the conse-
quence? By entering into negotiation we should have dissolved
‘that confederacy, on which we can alone depend for success
‘against the common enemy. To' the French we should have
given confidence and vigour; and, baffled in our expectations of
‘pedce, should ourselves be again obliged to have recourse to
‘war, ‘when War was found to be our only alternative, and when
we 'had 'deprived ourselves of the means for its vigorous pro-
sécution. '

The ‘acquisition of the West-India islands, the right honour-
gble gentleman affirmed, was but of little consequence, as to
attaining the object of the war —the subversion of the jacobin
government of Paris. I grant that it may appear of little con-
sequence as to its immediate effects: but may it not be supposed
to have a collateral influence? Is it indeed of little consequence
in the first year of the war to cut up their resources, and destroy
the sinews of their commerce? Is the injury to their revenue
.Jess'fatal, though, from the monstrous and gigantic expedients
‘of finarice to which they have had recourse, it may not, in the first
instance, be perceived? Is it of little consequence to us in the
prosecution of a war for which we do not ourselves possess suffi-
cient military force, and in aid of which we must have recourse
to our pecuniary resources, thista procure the means of increas-

12
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ing these resources, by exteénding our commerce, and opening
new sources of industry? When the right honourable gentle-
man, then, represents the loss of these West-Indid islands as but
little felt, or altogether contemned, by the French, what obviously
is the inference ? Is it not that the government which can suffer
such a limb to be torn from the empire without shrinking, which
can view with indifference and unconcetn the sinews of its ¢om-
mérce destroyed, and the sourees of permanent revenue annihi-
lated, can have but little interest or feeling in common with its
subjects? If, indeed, we can suppose that the French govern-
merit could see the danger of their colonies without fear, and
submit to their loss without regret, it would only be a proof that
they had become callous from desperation. Yet after the right
henourable gentleman has represented these islands as consi-
dered but of little consequence by the convention, how does he
proceed to argue? He considers them in oue respect import-
ant, as théy may be employed by you as valuable medie of nego-
tiation — that is, he proposes to you to give up acquisitions which
are highly valuable to you, as'& bribe to induce those who de-
spise them, to abandon their favourite project.

But if the right lionourable géntleman should not succeed in
prevailing upon you to adopt any of hig resolutions which go to
offer térms of negatiation, ‘still he has orie resolution of a dff-
fetent hatidre: he calls upon you, by an explicit declaration, to
prescribe the precise form of government which you niean to
insist should be adopted in France. This strange proposition
he clothes indeed in elegant language': in that case, says lie, you
certainly would have fewer friends, but then they would be more
sincere. What is the case? That at.present there are a great
many of different opinions with respect to the form of government
‘which they would wish to see established, but who, equally dis-
approving of the present horrible system, are prepared to concur
with you for its destruction. These, whom it ought to be your
object to unite and concentrate, he calls upon you, by this reso-
lution, to alienate and disperse; a resolution too, which goes
beyond the line of your poli¢y, inasmiuch as your object is the

E 4
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subversion of a system incompatible with 'yc;ur interest, and with

-the security of Europe: and that once effected, the government
that shall be deemed most proper to succeed will then naturally’
become the object of modification to the different parties.. I am
the more surprised that such a resolution should have come from
the right honourable gentleman, as an honourable friend * of his
had stated as a principle, and it is the only part of his speech
in which I can agree with him, “ That seldom has any nation
laid down a peremptory declaration, from which it has not found
it necessary at some time or other to recede.” - I am astonished,
indeed, that the right honourable gentleman, who so much dis-
approves of all idéa of internal interference in the government
of another country, should himself, by this resolution, carry the
principle so far — to a length greatly beyond the line of our pa-
licy, ‘and that object, which by our interference we propose to
ourselves. It is not, in fact, more inconsistent with our prin-
ciples than with his own: you could not adopt it without repro-
bating those sentiments which have been so often maintained by
the right honourable gentleman; nor could he himself vote for
it without giving up all his former opinions on the subject. - This
Jast-resolution, therefore, I cannot deem more -admissible than
the others: it is not less incongruous in point of policy, than
the former were repugnant to all those principles with respect to
the present contest so solemnly adopted, and so repeatedly sanc-
tioned by this House.

Upon a division, the previous question, which had been moved by
Mr. Jenkinson, was carried ; <t

Ayes ...... 208
Noes voeees 57

* Mr, Sheridan.
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< December 30. 1794.

DEeBATE on the address in answer to His Majesty’s most gracious
speech* on opening the session.

An amendment to the address being moved by Mr. Wilberforce,
“ advising His Majesty to order a negotiation for peace on such terms
as should be deemed just and reasonable,”

Mr. Prrr delivered his sentiments to the following effect :

I should not have so much endeavoured, Sir, to have en.
gaged your attention at the present moment, had not a sudden
indisposition seized me, which I was apprehensive might, at a
later hour, have incapacitated me from entering fully into the

* ¢ My Lords and Gentlemen,
‘¢ After the uniform experience which'1 have had of your zealous
regard for the interests of my people, it is a great satisfaction to me to
recur to your advice and assistance, at a period which calls for the full
exertion of your energy and wisdom. .
w8 ’Notwithqtanding the disappointments and reverses which we have
experienced in the course of the last campalgn, T retain a firm convic-
tion of the neceSSIty of persisting in a vigorous' prosecution of the just
and necessary war in which we are engaged.

“ You will, I am confident, agree with me, that it is only from firm-
ness and perseverance that we can hope for the restoration of peace 6n
safe and honourable grounds, and for the preservation and permanent
security of our dearest interests.

« In considering the situation ‘of our enemies, you wﬂl not fail to
observe, that the efforts which have led to their successes, and the un-
exampled means by which alone those efforts could have been supported,
have produced among themselves the pernicious effects. which were to
be expected; and that every thing which has passed in the interior of
the coumtry, has shown the progressive and rapid decay of their re-
sources, and the instability of every part of that violent and unnatural
system which is equally ruinous to France, and mcompatlble with the
tranquillity of other nations.

_ % The States-General of the United Provinces have nevertheless been
led, by a sense of present difficulties, to enter into negotiations for peace
with the party now prevailing in that unhappy country. No established
government or independent state can, under the present circumstances,
derive real security from such negotiations. On our part, they could not
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discussion of a question, upon which I must be supposed to feel
most anxious to deliver my sentiments.

I am aware, that there are some gentlemen with whom the
original opinions which they have expressed on the war, pre-

be attempted without sacrificing both our honour and our safety to an
enemy, whose chiefanimosity isavowedly directed against these kingdoms.

“ T have therefore continued to use the most effectual means for the
further augmentation of my forces ; ‘and I shall omit no opportunity of
concerting the operations of the next campaign with such of the powers.
of Europe as are impressed with the same sense of the necessity of
vigour and exertion." I place the fullest reliance on the valour of my
forces, and on the affection and public spirit of my people, in whose
behalf T arh contending, and whose safety and happiness are the objects
of my constant solicitude.

« The local importance of Corsica, and the splmted efforts of its in-
habitants to deliver themselves from the yoke of France, determined me
not to withhold the protection which they soughtfor; and I have since
accepted the crown and sovereignty of that country, according to an
instrument, a copy of which I have directed to be laid before you.

« 1 have great pleasure in informing yom, that I'have concluded a
treaty of amlty, commerce, and navigation, with the United States of
America,.in which it has been my object to remove, as far as possible,
all grounds of jealousy and misunderstanding, and to improve an inter-
course beneficial to both countries. As soon as the ratifications shall
have been exchanged, I will direct a copy of this treaty to be laid be-
fare you, in order that you may consider of the propriety of making
such provisions as may appear necessary for carrying it into effect.

“1 have the greatest satisfaction in announcing to you the happy
event of the conclusion ofa treaty for the marriage of my son the Prince
of Wales, with the ‘Princess Caroline, daughter of the Duke of Bruns-
wick. The constant proofs of your affection for my person and family
perauade me, that you will participate in the sentiments I feel on an
ogcasion 50 interesting to my domestic happiness, and that you will

enable me to make provision for such an establishment, as you may
think suitable to the rank and dignity of the heu- apparent to the crown
of these kingdoms.”
< Gentlemen of the House of Commons,

« The considerations which prove the necessity of ‘a vigorous pro-
secution of the war ‘will, I doubt net, induce you to make a timely and
ample provision for the several branches of the piiblic setvice, the esti-
mates for which 1 have directed to'be laid befofe you. While 1 regret
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vent me frem -entertaining any -hopes of concurrence. But

there are other gentlemen, who, having supported the war at its

commencement, have been led, by the disastrous events of the
campaign, to change their former sentiments, and to withdraw
their former support. It is with these gentlemen that I shall
consider myself more immediately atissue. And, Sir, I must
first make some remarks on the ‘arguments which they have
drawn from the words of the address. To this address they
say that they cannot give their assent, because it pledges them

never to make peace with the republican government of France.
" - 1.do not consider that it does so pledge them. It says only, that
with a government, such as the present government of France,
we cannot treat on terms that can be deemed secure. And, Sir,.
where does there exist this impérious necessity to sue for peace ?
Are we sunk ‘down and depressed to such an absence of hope,

and to 'such a want of resources? If we were indeed so cala-
mitously situated —— if we were indeed so devoid of hope, and
so ‘deprived of resources — if the continuance of the war pro-
duced 'so intolerable a pressure, then, perhaps, we might eonsent
to & change of system. Iam ready to confess, that I can conceive
-an imaginary case of a peace ‘being made with the govern-
ment ‘of France, even in its republican form; but I will fairly

the necessity of large additional burdens on my subjects, it is a just con-
solation and satisfaction to me to obsetve the state of our credit, com-
merce, -and resources, which is the natural result of the continued
exertions of industry under the protection of a free and well regulated
government.”

“ My Lords and Gentlemen,

“: A just sense of the blessings now so long enjoyed by this country
will, I am persuaded, encourage you to make every effort, which can
enable you to transmit those blessings unimpaired to your posterity.

I entertain a confident hope that, under the protection of Provi-
dence, and with a constadicy and perseverance on our part, the principles
of soeial order, morality, and religion, will ultimately be successful ;
and that my faithful people will find their present exertions and sacri-
fices rewarded by the secure and permanent enjoyment of tranquillity at
home, and by the deliverance of Europe from the greatest danger with
which it has been threatened since the establishment of civilised society.”



60 MR. PITT'S [DEc. 50.

say also, that I have no idea of any peace being secure, unless
France return to the monarchical system. That there may,
however, be intermediate changes that may give the probability
of a peace with that country, even should it continue a republic,
I amreadytoallow, though I certainly think that the monarchical
form of constitution is best for all the countries of Europe, and
most calculated to ensure to each of them general and indivi-
dual happiness. Considering myself, therefore, as I said before,
principally at issue with those who now, for the first time, ‘dis-
sent from the prosecution of the war, I am content to deliver
my sentiments before I hear the arguments of some gentlemen,
who will probably enter into a more full discussion than the
-subject has yet received. ) -
Sir, the reasons that have induced gentlemen to dissent from
the prosecution of the war, seem to have possessed a considerable
influence on the manner in which they speak of the justice and
necessity of the war at its commencement ; and their Janguage
is now fainter and feebler than I had reason to expect. Con-
tending, as these gentlemen and I did, with the new and mon-
strous systems of cruelty, anarchy, and impiety ; against those
whose principles trampled upon civilised society, religion, and
law—contending, I say, with such a system, T could not have
entertained the slightest expectation, that from them would have
proceeded such an amendment.
1t has pleased inscrutable,Providence that this power of -
France should triumph over every thing that has been opposed
to it! but let us not therefore fall without making any efforts to
resist it;—let us not sink without measuring its strength. If
any thing could make me agree to retire from the contest, it
would be the consciousness of not being able to continue it. I
would at least have no cause to reproach myself on the retro-
spect. 1 would not yield till I could exclaim,

, - Potuit quee plurima virtus
Esse, fuit : toto certatum est corpore regni.

If, Sir, 1 have expressed myself with more emotion than is
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consistent with the propriety of debate, the particular situation '
in ‘which I stand, opposing and contesting the opinions of those,
with whom I have been, on all occasions, in almost all points,
fortunate enough to agree, will, I trust, excuse the warmth of
my feelings. '

The arguments used by my honourable fuend in support of
his amendment, may be divided into two classes: The impolicy
of continuing the war, and the insecurity of peace. One of the
arguments which he uses in support of the impolicy of continu-
ing the war, is grounded on the reeent changes that have taken
place in France. My rigfxt honourable friend’s speech was a
sufficient answer to that argument. - The change that has taken
place in France is only the change of an attachment to a name,
and not to a substance. Those who havesucceeded to the govern-
ment since the fall of Robespierre, have succeeded to the same
sort of government. ~They adopt the same revolutionary
system ; and though they have made a more moderate use of
their power than Robespierre, yet they differ from him only
about as much as Robespierre did from Brissot, who incited
the war against this country. The present government, there-
fore, deserves no more -the name of moderation than that
established by Brissot and his followers, who committed the-
“unprovoked aggression against Great Britain. The system of
the present governors has its root in the same unqualified rights
of man, the same principles of liberty and equality — prin-
ciples, by which they flatter the people with the possession of
the theoretical rights of man, all of which they vitiate and violate
in ‘practice. The mild principles of our government are a
standing reproach to theirs, which are as intolerant as the
rankest popish bigotry.. Their pride and ambition lead them
not so much to conquer, as to carry desolation and destruction
into all the governments of Europe. Have we any right, there-
fore, to suppose that victory and triumph can produce so great
a change in their detestable principles, or that success is such
a corrective of all those vicious qualities that pervade their
principles and their practice ?
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Do the gentlemen who now desert the war, expect that s
peace can be obtained, of such a nature, as has been so well
" described ‘by my honourable friend *? Do they hope for a free
and useful commerce? Do they expect that the armies on both
sides will be disbanded, and the fleets be called home? Do
they mean to put an end to the traitorous correspondence act ?
I believe not. * I can easily suppose that those gentlemen who
have, in an early part of the evening, so decidedly given their
opinion with respect to the late trials, and who have supposed all
the persons in this country to be so pure, as not even to be in-
fected by contact .with jacobin principles, would foresee no.
danger from a French alliance, and would look forward with
satisfaction to the consequences of such a measure. But such
is not the case with my honourable friends, who even, in such
an event, talked of the necessity of additional precautions,
in order to guard the dignity of the crown, and preserve the
tranquillity of the country. Whaty then, would be the rational
prospect of advantage to this country from a peace with an
enraged enemy, in which there could exist no confidence on
either side, but which must necessarily give rise to a state of
jealousy, suspicion, and constant armament? How-long would
this state of trouble or repose last? How will you come to the
contest when it is renewed? If you disband your armies, if
you diminish ‘your force, you will then put an end to that
machine which, under the two first years of a war, can barely
be ‘said to have been raised to a point high enough to try the
strength of the country. Disband your force, and seeif the
same means and the same period can raise it again to the same
point. You will then be oppesed in another war with a dimi-
nished military power to an enemy, who may have found it
as difficult to’disband ‘his armies, as you would’ find'it difficult
to collect fresh forces. They will again be prepared to start
with the same gigantic resources;, deriving fresh confidence from
the ‘disposition whicli' you had shewn to pedce, and new vigour

* Mr. Canning.. _
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from the interval which had been afforded to hostilities. But
will that be all 2 What assistance can you expect from the con~
tinental powers, if you dissolve the confederacy? And can you
expect to assemble such a confederacy again? Suppose the
enemy made an attack upon Holland, Prussia, Austria, Spain,
and the states of Italy, or all or each of these ; on what grounds,
I would ask, could you rouse the spirit, or raise the vigour of
this country again, when, from a sense of your inferiority, you
have before given up the contest at a period when the confede-
racy was at its height? On the event of this night's debate;
may depend what shall be your future situation with respect to
your allies. If you do not now proclaim your weakness, if you
do not renounce your prospects, you have still great hopes from
the alliance of Europe. -Prussia, Austria, Spain, and the States
of Ttaly, are yet in such a situation that their assistance may be
looked to in carrying on the contest.

The honourable gentlemen who supported the amendment,
disclaimed the language of fear; they said they knew what
Great Britain could do, if once it was roused. What thenis to
be inferred from all their former professions 2 Is this a business,
in which, after all, we were not serious? Is ‘this cause, which
has been admitted to involve not only the mostimportant interests
of Great Britain, but the safety of Europe, and the order of
society, not considered to be of such a nature as requires all the
energies of the country ? What, then, is the greater necessity to
which theylooked ? what the occasion on which they deemed
that they could more worthily employ their efforts? If we
should dissolve the powerful confederacy with which we are now
united, could we hope again to bring it back at our summons?
and shall we not, in the case of a fresh rupture, be exposed
alone to the fury of France, without the smallest prospect of
assistance from any other quarter ? Besides, I think I shall show
you that you are desired to relinquish the conflict, at a time
when all the national and artificial resources of your enemy are
verging to a rapid dissolution. !

I must now. take notice of a speculation which has been
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indulged — that 'if you withdraw, France will return to some
more moderate system of government. I ask whether we ought
to put ourselves in such a situation of hazard, which, if de-
cided against us, would involve us in much greater calamities
than.we have yet experienced, and would reduce us to a
situation in ‘'which we should be without means and without
resources ? 2
: When it is said, therefore, that a peace will have the effect
to overthrow the government of Franee, the proposition is by
no means clear; the probability is much greater, that the
persons now at the head of the government, will, in order to
continue their own power, (and in France it is to be recol-
lected, that the continuance of their power is connected with
that ‘of their lives, so that in addition to the incentives of
ambition, they have the all-powerful motive of self-preserva-
tion, ) be induced to continue the same system of measures that
now prevails.  Obliged as they would be to recal a numerous’
army from the frontiers, will .the troops of whom it was com-
posed, after having tasted the sweets of plunder and the licence
of the field, be contented to return to the peaceful occupations
of industry? Will they /not, in order to amuse their daring
spirit, and divert from themselves the effects of their turbulence,
be compelled to find them some employment? And what is the
employment to which they will most naturally direct their
first attention ? They will employ them to crush all the remains
of courage, loyalty, and piety, that are yet to be found in
France, and extinguish all that gallant and unhappy party, from
whose co-operation we may promise ourselves, at any future
period, to derive advantage. What else can be expected from
those Moderates, who, though assuming that appellation, have,
in succeeding to the party of Robespierre, only established
themselves on a new throne of terror? Thus the peace
which is in the present instance proposed as the means of
safety, will ultimately only operate to insure. the work of
destruction. \

This being my feeling, my objection to asking for peace is,
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that peace, under the present circwmstances, is 2of deszrable,
unless you can show that the pressure is greater than, as 1 shall
prove to you from a.comparative view of the situation and re-
sourecs of éhe two countries, it is. ‘

But thisis but a small part of my objections o the measure.
My next objection is, that my honourable friend has not told
us what sort of peace we are to have: unless, therefore, they
state this, I say, that they would reduce us to a gratuitous loss
of hopour, and an unnecessary despair, - On the kind of peace
we might obtain, I will ask my henourable friend, . whether he
will say that we ought to leave the Austrian Netherlands in the
possession of the French ? — He will not say so.

I have heard it stated in passing, that the ground of war has
been done away by the Dautch negotiation for peace. However
paradoxical it may appear, I assert that the safety of Holland,
even if she do make peace, depends on our being at war ; for
if both countries were at peace, then France would be left with-
out restraint.. Who that looks to .the preceedings of the con-
vention, does not see that it is their policy, on every gccasion,
to keep up their arrogant and menacing system, and to hold a
Inigh tone of superiority with respect te all other nations? By
these means they have contrived to ¢herish that spirit of enthu-
“siasm among the people, which has ensbled them to make such
extraordinary exertions, and on which they depend for the
continuance of their power. - But who, I woeuld ask, will say
that France will make peace on terms, I will not make use of
the word moderation, but of concession, when you make peace
from a confession of her superiority ? And this naturally leads
me to an assertion made use of by me during the last session,
{an assertion not accurately alluded to by an henourable baro-
pet ¥,) relative to.the decree of the national convention of the
13th of April, which states, that the preliminary of peace must
be a recognition of the unity and indivisibility ef the republic,
on the terms of equality : —a decree which has neither been re-

: * Sir Richard Hill.
VOL. . 58
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pealed nor modified, and which, if you make peace durmg its
existence, would sign the dissolution of your parliaments and
of your present system of civil society.

'Again, I say, that if this were only an oxdmary war, and if
after two years you had gained the West-India islands as an
indemnification, ‘and had been convinced of the strength of
your ewn resources, and that the means of the enemy were de-
-caying, would you consent to make concessions in order to ob-
tain peacc ?  You received the West-India colonies into your
protection’; will you then give them back to a system, under
which they can have no protection ? I say we cannot do this
without being convinced that the further continuance of the war
could ‘only produce misfortune, misery, and ruin. Will you
add something more terrific to the colonies than all the horrors:
of that miserable trade which has peopled those mlserab}e
colonies 2 g

Before, too, you made such a surrender, there is another
question to be considered: no less than whether you would
afford to the French an unresisted opportunity of working upon
the unfortunate system that now prevails in that country, and
introducing their government of anarchy, the horrors of which
are even more dreadful than those of slavery. To those who
have in common deplored the miseries of the unfortunate ne-
groes, it must appear astonishing, that any proposition likely
to be attended with such consequences, could ever enter into
the mind of my honourable friend *.  Besides, it is impos-
“sible to ascertain what a wide-spread circle of calamity the
adoption of this proposition may produce. If once the prin-
ciples of jacobinism should obtain a footing in the French West-
India islands, could we hope that our own would be safe from
the contagion ? If it has been found scarcely possible to shut
out the, infection of these principles from the well-tempered,
and variously blended orders of society which subsist in this
country, where a principle of subordination runs through all the

* Mr. Wilberforce.
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ranks of society, and all are united by a reciprocity of con-
nexion and interest, what may be . expected to be their effects
operating upon the deplorable system pervading in that quarter?
It would be giving up your own colonies speedily to be devoted
to all the horrors of anarchy and devastation.

Such would be the status gquo. That the status gquo would
probably not be accepted, I have before argued. Will the
country, therefore, consign itself, if not to the language, at least
to the posture, of supplication ? '

With respect to our situation, I have not heard it so fu]ly
stated as it is my intention to do. Of the last campaign I shall
not be suspected of a wish to conceal the disasters, to deny
the defeats, or to disallow the bad effects of the wounds in-
flicted on the two great military powers of Europe. But can
I forget what the energies and perseverance of Britons have
effected in former wars? Or that constancy from a point of
honour in greater difficulties has at length produced the object
at which it aimed ? .

Will any man say, that the bare event of military disasters,
and territories taken, is a fair way of weighing the resources of
the belligerent powers ? No, not in any wars, and least of all
in this, as far as it relates to this country. All wars depend
“now on the finances of the nations enaged in them. This ob-
servation particularly applies to the present war. The balance
of territorial acquisitions and pecuniary resources is in our fa-
vour; and I am not afraid to assert, that, putting together what
has been lost in territory and what has been spent in money,
yet with a view to resources, what has been lost by France
is morein point of permanent value and present means than
the losses of all the allies composed together.

What, let me ask, are the resources of France? They
exist by means as extraordinary as.the events they have
brought about —their pecuniary expenses are beyond any thing
ever. known —and, supported by requisition of: person, life,
and property, they depend entirely upon terror — every thing
that weakens that system, weakens their means, and as the

F 2
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adoption of moderation saps it on one side, sb the perseve-
rance in attack cannot but pull it down on the other — take
every part of it, one by one, view their expenditure, and then
see, whether terror is not the instrument by which they have
raised their extraordinary supplies, and obtained all their un-
exampled successes.

Let us enter into a view of the actual expenditure of
France. This expenditure, since the revelution, has amount-
ed to the enormous sum of four hundred and eighty millions,
spent since the commencement of the war. Three hundred
and twenty millions'have been the price of the efforts that have
enabled them to wrest from the allies those territories which
are now in théir possession. WHat your expenses have been
during the same period, I need not state. . T ask now, whether
it is likely that France will see you exhausted first? I think not.
But it may be said, that what the French have spent proves
what they can spend. To this I reply, have they been enabléd
to ‘bear this expenditure by the increase of their revenue, or
by any of the ordinary means of finance? No : but by the
ereation of an unlimited paper-eredit. I desire gentlemen to
look at all the debates of the national convention, and they
will find that all the deputies agree in this point — that they
cannof increase the emission of the paper-money without ruin,
and that the miseries arising from this system aggravate all the
_calamities of the country. Many persons at first imagined that
assignats must have stopped early in 1793.  The fact undoubt-
cdly was, that, previously to that period, it was thought the
emission was greater than France could bear, and that no fur-
ther creation could take place without producing a depreciation
on the value of assignats, and an immoderate increase in the
pricé of provisions. The whole circulating medium of France,
at the highest, was 90,000,000 sterling. In Awugust 1793, as--
signats ‘existed to the amount of 140 millions ; commerce
was then declining; agriculture was discouraged ; population
checked ;. a forced loan of 40 millions was adopted on ‘the
idea, that to the amount of 130 millions they could not main-

B 5
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tain assignats in circulation; as ea}ly as May or June, assig-
nats had lost nearly half their value. A louis in specie soon
afterwards produced 144 livres; then it was that the system of
terror commenced, and that a system of credxt was begun,
which had its foyndation in fear.

It may be asked, could any man have imagined that such a
plan would have been resorted to? That it was resorted to —
that it succeeded, has been proved. Let us look to the prin-
ciples of it. There was a law which compelled every man to
take at par, that which was worth only one-sixth of the sum
for which it was taken : a law for the mazimum of the price of
all commodities: a law hy which no person was permitted te¢
renounce his occupation, under the penalty of twenty years’
imprisonment. But you will tell me, that this proves how
unlimited the powers and resources of the French are. My,
reply is, that such a system could neither be undertaken nor
succeed but by means which could not last. I will not detain you
by detail, but merely mention the other means of terror: the
constant activity of the guillotine; the ferocious despotism of
the deputies on missions. In addition to all the other engines
of torture, Cambon, the mouth of the convention in matters
of finance, tells us, that, in every district, there were revolu-
tionary committees to watch the execution of the decrees of
the convention, and to enghle the convention.to seize the spoil
of the people; the pay of these committees amounted annu-
ally to 26 millions sterling. I sa& this standing army of revo-
lutionary committees is a mean adequate to produce so mighty
an end.

Let us add now a new creation of assignats of 130 millions,
which increased the total to 260 millions. Will any man say
that though the system of terror is done away, the effects can
remain? When the system of terror was at an end, the mazi-
mum ceased to be observed : assignats were then converted into
money, and hence.the discount became enormous. The fall of
Robespierre took place in July; three months afterwards, the
discount was 8-4ths per cent. or 75 on the 100. Ihave eventhe .

F 3
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authority of Tallien for saying that the French cannot maintain
their assignats, without contracting their expenses and diminish-
ing their forces. And it should be'recollected this has been
their only resource. Is it then too much to say, their resources
are nearly at an end? It is this unlimited power which the
French convention have assumed to purchase or to seize all.pro-
perty, as suited their purposes, that accounts for the stupend-
ous scale of operations which they have been able to pursue.
This circumstance completely solves the phenomenon, which
otherwise would appear so inexplicable, and is adequate to all
those miraculous effects which have attended the progress of the
French revolution, and which 'seemed to bafile all reasoning, as
much as they have exceeded all human expectation. In'all
these circumstances we have sufficient inducements to carry on
the war, if not with the certainty of faith, yet at least with the
confidence of expectation ; — a war, the immediate termination
of which must be attended with certain evil, and the prosecus
tion of which, under the present circumstances, is atleast not
without great probable hope.

If we look to the situation of France, they are now attempt-
ing to have recourse to a milder and more moderate system,—a
system which will only deprive them of those prodigious ener-
gies, which they have hitherto exerted with such astonishing
effect; but they no longer indeed possess the same means, and
cannot therefore be expected to display the same exertions. .
Will it be possible for them all at once to restore the farmer to
the occupations of agriculture, and the merchant to the pursuits
of commerce, and to replace, in an instant, the devastations of
war and plunder, by the arts of peace, and the exertions of
industry ? It will require years of tranquillity to restore them
-to the enjoyment of those ordinary resources, which they pos-
sessed previous to the commencement of the present destructive
war — resources which they can no longer employ. For even
could it be supposed that Robespierre were raised from the
dead, they would no longer be qualified to display the same
energies which, under his administration,” were called forth by
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the influence of a s'ystem of terror ; the means by which these
exertions have been supplied are now exhausted. Where can
they possibly resort for fresh supplies? Can it be suppesed,
that when the forced loan failed at the time it was attempted, it
¢an again be tried and succeed in a time much more unfavoura-
ble to it, when the system of terror is almost dissolved ?

The question then is, Have we, under the present circum-
. stances, the prospect of being able to bring as great a force into
the field as will require from the French the same degree of
exertion which has been ‘necessary in the former campaigns?
Even let it be supposed that Holland should fall, and that cir-
cumstances should be such that we can no longer look for as-
sistance from the court of Berlin, yet I see no reason to believe
that, in the next campaign, we cannot increase the British
forces on the continent to an amount that shall nearly supply
the deficiency of Prussian troops, and act with more effect.
Other ‘powers look with attention and anxiety on this night’s
debate. If you afford to those powers the means of making
large exertions, you will oblige France to make efforts to which
she is now unequal. If you act with spirit, I see no reason
why the powers of Italy and Spain may not make a diversion;
and thereby accomplish the important purpose I have before
stated — a purpose, in the accomplishment of which, the happi-
ness, almost the existence, of Europe entirely rests.

The amendment was rejected ;

,Ayes 73

Noes .uiseen .« 246
and the original address was then agreed to.

‘

January 26, 1795.

On a motion by Mr. Grey,  That it is the opinion of this House that
the existence of the present government of France ought not to be con.
sidered as precluding, at this time, a negotiation for peace,”’ —

MR. PrrT expressed himself extremely desirous of taking the
earliest opportunity to deliver his sentiments on the present im-
F 4
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portant question. Before, however, he stated the grounds of
his objection to the resolution moved by the honourable gentle-
man, and before he proposed the amendment, which he meant
t6 submit to the House, he was anxious that they might be fully
in possession, both of the repeated declarations of His Majesty,
and the sentiments that had been expressed by parliament on
formetr occasions. For this purpose, he desired the clerk toread
a passage from His Majesty’s speech on the 21st of January,
1794, and the answer of the House; and likewise part of the
declaration of the 29th of October, 1793 ; and the deéclaration
of the 20th of November, 1793, ‘at Toulon.. [ They were ac-
cordingly read.] 3

He would take the liberty, in the course of what he had to
offer to the House, to ¢contend, that there was nothmg at present
in the situation of the country, or of Europe, which ought to
indace the House to depart from the sentiments recorded in thosé
declarations ; fram the sentiments expressed from the throne;
and from those sentiments which had received the approbation
of patliament. He would contend that the motion that had
been made was directly inconsistent with those principles, and
he would farther contend, that, whatever there was in the pre-
sent situation of the eountry, it called én the House, instead of
acteding to the honourable gentleman’s metion, to show to our
enemies and to the world, that we did not shrink from those
sober and rational principles which we had uniformly main-
tained. With that view, he thought it.right in the outset to
mention the precise nature and terms of the amendment he
meant to propose, which was as follows:

‘¢ That, under the present circumstances, this House feels itself
called upon to declare its determination firmly and steadily to
support His Majesty in the vigorous prosecution of the present
just and necossary war, as affording, at this time, the only rea-
sonable expectation of permanent security and peace to ‘this
country: and that, for the attainment of these objects, this
House relies, with equal confidence, on His Majesty’s intention
ta employ vigorously the force and resources of the country, in
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support of its essential interests; and on the desire uniformly
manifested by His Mayeity, to effect a pacnﬁcatlon on just and
honourable grounds with any government in France, under what-
ever form, which shall appear capable of maintaining the accus-
tomed relations of peace and amity with other countries.”

He begged to refer the House to the authentic declarations of
parliament . and ‘of the crown on this subject, from which it
clearly appeared, that His Majesty from the throne had avowed
sentiments which they themselves had also stated in speeches in
that House, and which he believed, to a greater or less extent,
had been adopted by every man in that Heuse and in the country,
namely, that it would be a desirable issue of the present state.of
things, to see the re-establishment of some government in the
form of a menarchy in France. . His Majesty had declared his
desire to co-operate with those who were willing to effect that
re-establishment. - That nothing was more justifiable, and, under
the present circumstances, would be more political, than to di-
rect the efforts of this country to avail itself of any opening in
that country, if any there was, to facilitate the re-establishment
of some monarchical government, was plain, obvious, and ex-
plicit: on the other hand, it was equally clear, that His Ma-
jesty’s sentiments and the‘language of parliament were not to be
tried by doubtful constructions ‘or plausible misrepresentations,
but by the maost solemn written documents.

TIn fact, the restoration of monarchy, upon the old principles,
had never been stated by His Majesty, by government, or by
parliament, as a sine quz non, as preparatory to peace. Notonly -
- 0, but it had never been stated, that any one specific and par-
ticular form of government was deemed on our part necessary,
before we could negotiate for peace. It had been stated; that
.His Majesty had no desire to interfere in the internal affairs of
France; and as long as that country had abstained from inter-
fering with the government of other nations, till a direct and
absolute aggression had been made on this country, and till hes-
tilities had been actually commenced, His Majesty adheredstrictly
te that declaration, and abstained from any such interference.
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When that interference took place, which was agreeable to every
experience and practice of the world, and justifiably on every -
plain principle of the law of nations, His Majesty still restrained
himself to that degree of interference which was necessary for
his own security and that of Europe. When His Majesty felt
himself under the ‘necessity of looking at the government of
France, he looked at it certainly not without a wish which must
naturally arise in every generous heart, that-it might be adapted
for the prosperity and happiness of those who were to live under.
it. But with a view to negotiation and to peace, His Majesty
did not ook at it with that view, or for that purpose. He could
only ‘look at it for English views and for English purposes, to.
see whether it held out the solid grounds of treating, with any
degree of reasonable security, for the performance oﬁengage-
ments that usually subsisted, and was to be found in the é{xistiug
system of the different powers of Europe, without being liable to
that new and unexampled order of things, that state of anarchy
and confusion, which had for years existed in France. That
having been the true measure and extent of the declarations made
by His Majesty and by parliament, he conceived that noman in
that House, on looking back to them, would wish he had not
made those declarations; that no man would feel they were not
made on just principles, or that they did not arise from a fair
view of the circumstances and necessity of the case. He had’
endeavoured to state his amendment almost in the very form of
His Majesty’s declaratipns. The honourable gentlemen on the
other side of the House were of opinion, that in no case the form
of government in another country ought to be considered as hav-
ing any influence on the security of a treaty, but that we ought
only to look to the terms and conditions of the treaty, without"
regarding the power, the authority, the character, the nature,
and circumstances, of the government that made it, or the state
of that government. To that doctrine, however, he could never
assent. He must contend, that every nation at war with another,
ought not to treat for peace with the government that could not
give security. He was not ready, therefore, to treat with the
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present government of France; nor with any government, under
any-circumstances, or at any time, but such as should appear
capable of maintaining the accustomed forms of peace and amity
- with other nations. '
That the situation of France, since the commencement of the
present war, had been such, that there did not exist in that coun-
. try a government capable of maintaining with other nations the
accustomed relations he had stated ;— that it was in a situation
inwhich no security that could be given to a peace, made it pre-
ferable to the continuing of a difficult and hazardous war, was a
proposition which he was perfectly prepared to maintain. It was
a proposition that had been maintained again and again in that -
House, and by some of the gentlemen who now seemed to think
that treaty ought to be attempted. - He conceived, as it appeared
on the face of the argument of that day, that the honourable
mover and others could not expect any considerable part of the
House to agree with them, either in their principles or their con-
clusions. ‘They set out with observing, that the war was not a
war originating in aggression on the part of France, and that we
had not that proof of the hostile intentions of France towards
this country, which would demonstrate that the war was just and
necessary in its origin. It had, as he had just observed that day,
been denied that the war commenced by aggression on the part
of France; but that in fact it had originated with this country.
To such an assertion neither he, nor those who had acted with
him, could accede, without sacrificing every principle upon
which they had hitherto called for and.received the zealous
and uniform support of the country. But that was not all. The
henourable mover, and those who supported him, must contend.
that throughout the whole of the French revolution, from the
very commencement of it, during the reigns of the two tyrants,
Brissot and Robespierre, as well as under the present system of
moderatism, there was no one period in what was falsely termed
the republican government, even in the most bloody part of the
reign of Robespierre, when there was no one pause of anarchy
and confusion, 'even when that government was supported by
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terror, and declared to be supported by enthusiasm, at the mo-
ment when the systemof terrorwas working its own destruction —
there was no onc period in which the government of France did
not possess sufficient stability or authority founded on a perma-
nent basis, in which it did not possess a sufficient community of
interest with the people, a sufficient interest in the hearts of the
people, a sufficient guard for its own engagements, sufficient
power, sufficient moderation of sentiment, to afford this country
a rational prospect of security.

From the beginning of the war to that moment, suppesing
the terms of peace could be settled, we were not, according to
the honourable mover, and those who agreed with him, to con-
sider our security as affected by the internal situation of France.
The House had not said so: .the House had said directly the
reverse; and he hoped the Huse would say the same thing
again. Every man in the House and in the country must be
satisfied that, in the termination of every war, there were two
objects, reparation and security ; but the great object was secu-
rity. ~ Reparation was only an auxiliary, only a subordinate
object. Would any man tell him that 2 nation like France, put
into a situation perfectly new, into a situation directly the re-
verse of all the existing governments on earth, destroying the
foundations and the bonds of all political society, breaking
down the distinction of all ranks, and subverting the security of
property ; a government pretending to put a whole nation into
a situation of pretended equality, an equality contrary to the
physical equality of men— would any man tell him, that we
ought to make peace with a government constructed upon such
principles, which had attempted, by every meaus in its power,
to molest its neighbours, to impoverish and distress itself; to
propagate its pernicious principles; to make converts; and te .
hold out the means of seducing other nations; and that bad
followed that up by open and direct acts of .aggression, by a
positive violation of treaties; and, lastly, by an open declara-
tiort of war?  This country scrupnlously and religiously ob-
served a‘netrality, while it could hope, or have a xcasonable
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prospect, that the mischiefs of the French revolution would be
confined within their own territories. We remained passive
spectators of the conduct of ‘France, until the very moment
that we, against our will, were forced into the contest. ‘And
would any man say that it was rational, under any circum-
stances, to attempt to negotiate a peace without. taking into
consideration the idea of security, the attainment of which, as
already observed, was the great and primary object of every
war? The whole question was narrowed to a single and a plain
point ; ‘war being at all times one of the greatest of human evils,
-and never to be tolerated on any other grounds than that the
evils of war were less painful, upon the whole, than the dangers
attending an insecure and dishonourable peace. The whole
question, from time to time, since the commencement of hosti-
lities, resolved itself into a comparison of these two evils. They
“must not impiously imagine they could explore the secrets of
Providence, and define the precise point to which the fortune of
war. might compel them ; that would be to arrogate more than
belongs to human wisdom, and, like other presumptions, must
terminate in error and disappointment. They must proceed on
general principles, which he could fairly describe. For the ap-
plication arising from the circumstances, he must refer to the
wisdom of parliament. The general principle he had stated was,
that they ought not to regard the particular form of the govern-
ment, but te look to the whole, to all the circumstances,
whether it was or was not a government that could give them a
reasonable degree of security. ‘

The immediate question between the honourable mover and
him was, whether the present -circumstances of the internal
state and government of France did or «did not afford a pro-
spect of sufficient security for a peace, so as to make it wise on
the part of this country to negotiate it? That was a question
of infinite imp!Ortanc‘e. It was, whether the government of
France was such, at that moment, as to hold out that degree
of reasonable security from any treaty of peace which might
be concluded, as to make it, under all the present circum-



78 MR. PITT’S [JAN. 26.

stances, preferable to the vigorous prosecution of the war?
What did they.naturally look to in the state of any country,
but to the manner in which they performed their engage-
ments?  They looked to their stability —to their apparent
‘authority —and to the reliance they could place in their pacific
dispositions.  He would .not dwell on these circumstances.
Let them recollect what had been generated under that system,
and those principles that were now prevalent in France.
They had seen them producing and exhibiting, hitherto, not
_a government, but a succession and series of revolutions, for.
that was the proper situation in which France had stood since
the commencement of the present war. The terror of this
revolution had been suspended a little more than six months.
They had seen the reign and fall of Brissot; they had seen
the reign and fall of Robespierre; and they now saw the
prevalence of a system that was called moderatism. They
had to recollect that gentlemen on the other side of the House
held out to them ‘the same sort of arguments for entering
into a treaty with France, almost on the extiaction. of these
two tyrants, Arguments were then produced of the stability
of the government; and they now saw what was the ground
of security, and how much they ought to depend on such ar-
guments. But he did not wish to rést the question solely on
the ground of so many successive changes, but whether the
manner in which' they had cried up the sovereignty of the
people, whether the manner in which the pride and passions
of the populace had been erected into the criterion and rule
- of government, afforded any rational ground of security to
any peace- that could possibly be made. If that was not se,
what were the particular grounds of permanence now existing
in' France, that ought to give us dependence on its stability
more than formerly, in the time of ‘Brissot and Robespierre 7
The mere question of moderatism would not be sufficient for
that purpose. Though there was some relaxation of the se-
verity and terror of former times, that would not be suffi-
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‘cient, It was 2 moderation which arose only from comparison.
The system of revolutionary tribunals was' not varied. That
great leading article, on which the happiness of the people so
materially depended, was not essentially varied, whatever it
might be in mode or degree. He said he would not tire the
House on that subject, but examine what were the leading
points to which they ought to turn their attention. Some of
them had been enumerated by .a noble friend of his ¥, at the
beginning of last session, with a force of language and of ar-
gument which had made too strong an impression upon the
minds of those who heard him to be readily forgotten. He
had then most clearly showed the influence of public opinion,
as ‘unfavourable to the permanence of the government, and
paving the way for its destruction. He said he mentioned this
for the purpose of showing, that when the power of Robes-
pierre was at its height, it was understood, by the other side
of the House, as a powerful argnment of the great stability of
the government. That tyrant possessed the greatest degree of
power and terror that ever existed; whereas the present
rulers of France, being disarmed of that force, had only the
chance of being supported by the opinion of the people.
Look at the manner in which the revenue was at present col-
lected in France. Did the present government recommend itself
by the greater moderation of the means it used? Within a
little more than a year and a half, the confiscations that took
place in that devoted country, and which were the resources of
the present government, exceeded THREE HUNDRED MILLIONS
sTERLiING! That was the amount of the confiscations from
May 1793, to the month of May last. ~And these confisca-
tions were founded on what? — Upon that which would be
looked upon by a British House of Commons, and by this
country in general, with-horror. ~That immense sum did not
arise from seizing the fortunes of exiled nobles and emigrants,
but from confiscations made long after. - They had seized as

* Lord Mernington.
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forfeitures the property of all persons who remained in the
country, but who were possessed of landed estates, and had
shown the smallest dislike to the revolution. = Iaving exiled
the whole nobility and great landed proprietors in the course
of a year and a half, they had, after that, collected that great
sum. - Whether the charge of guilt, upon which that confiscas
tion had been grounded, had been falsely or truly applied, it
‘equally made for his argument.  In one view, it furnished the
strongest proof of oppression in consequence of the system of
terror; and if it was considered in another view, it was an  in-
contestible proof of the division of the sentiments of the people
of France, which contradicted the observations of the honour-
able mover, who talked in such strong terms. of that united
people, although three hundred millions sterling were wrested
from those persons who did not admire the prineiples of the
revolution.  Taken in the -other view, it might be considered
‘as the fruits of the bloody massacres that took place under
_the dominion of Robespierre. It would appear, then, what
weight was due to the assertion, that all the French were
united in one cause, when the great resources by which they had
been able to carry on the war, had been derived almost entirely
from the fund of confiscation and proscription, and had been
the fruits and harvest of the bloody massacres which had
marked the different periods of their revolution, and coasisted
of that system, on their professed detestation of which they
built their power, and by the destruction of which alone, they
attempted to support it, and acquire the confidence, affection,
and . good-will of the country. - If these had hitherto formed its
principal resources, in.renouncing the system of Robespierre,
the present government had crippled their power of action, and
deprived themselves of the means «of exertion,

Mr. Pitt next called the attention of the House to nhe
state of the agriculture .and commerce of Framce. He said
he wished to describe the present state of the agriculture and
commerce of that country, not from any reports which the
honourable mover might suppose had come to his hands from
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those who were friendly to him: his reporters were certainly
not- persons immediately dependent on him, or those who had
any good-will towards him. They were the members of the
national convention of France, who made reports to that as-
sembly from the “several committees. According to those
reports their agriculture was extinguished ; their commerce anni-
hilated. That was the situation in which France stood. They
had declared they were willing to re-animate commerce: but
the present actual situation of the country was such as he had
described. See whether, in fact,. they had afforded any relief
to commerce, and to the agriculture of the country, and whe-
ther they had any just title to the love and affection of the bulk
of the people. by

He next adverted to the state of justice in the country.
All sanguinary cruelties had been committed through the me-
dium of revolutionary tribunals: and though they were less
cruel under the present government, they were only so by
comparison with the former system, properly denominated the
system of terror.

He desired the House to look at the state of religion in
France,, and asked them if they would ‘willingly treat with a
nation of atheists. He did not wish to consider them in that
point of view. God forbid, that we should look on the body
of the people of France as atheists, whatever might be the
case with some mdmduals' It was not possible that a whole
nation, in so short a time, should ‘have renounced the religion
of their fathers, forgotten all the principles in which they had
beeri educated, extingnished the feelings of nature, and sub-
dued the workings of conscience. To the larger proportion of
the mass, - there could not be a heavier burden than to be
deprived of the exercise of that rehglon, and to be deprived
of it in a country, that called itself a land -of liberty, and
which set out on the principles of toleration, in a country
which <upposed itself to enjoy more than human liberty; and
yet, under the present moderate government, he believed a
proposition had been made, to solemnisg the Christian reli-
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gion; ‘when the convention passed to the order of the day,
proposing forthwith to establish a plan of decadal pagan fésti-
vils, ‘and accompanied by a  declaration, ‘that all the priests
should be detained in prison till ‘that new ‘religion was ‘estab-
lished.” Although ‘the present convention of France profess
to have rencunced the crimes and cruelties of their predeces-
sors, yet, since ‘they had ‘been in a state of pure innocence,
hatl there ‘been “more apparent unanimity among those ‘in
‘whom the present government subsisted? On the contrary,
there never had been stronger instances of opposition, distrac-
tion, and ‘confusion. They ‘were continually recriminating
‘on ‘each other ‘tlie guilt of those very cruelties he had been
stating. Did he say then that the present system of govern-
.ment in Prance must necessarily fall 7 He said no such thing.
Dil he then say that the present rulers of France might not ex-.
‘tricate ‘themselves ‘in ‘some degree from ‘that abuse, ‘and follow
a‘more just and prudent line; and that they might mot gra-
dually, draw ‘a veil over former severities, by which, ‘#f they
could not gain the good opinion and confidence of ‘others,
‘they might at least obtain their acguiescence ? They certainly
‘might. Had that time arrived? Undoubtedly it had mot.
But if such a change should take place, and such an order of
things should arrive, through whatever road, and by whatever
means, If they gave to theéir govermment that stability and
‘that authority which might afford grounds, not of  cértainty
‘but of ‘moral probability {(by which human affairs must be ‘con-
‘ductetl ), thdt we might treat for peace with security, ‘then would
‘be the proper ‘time to negotidte; but we ‘ought in prudence to
‘wiit “the ‘return of such circumstances as would afford-us a pro-
‘bability of treating with ‘success. ‘So ‘much on ‘that “part ‘of
‘the sub_]eqt

Supposing, ‘however, ‘that he did ot 16k'to e chance of
a ‘Change, ‘the mext “thing was, ‘what ‘assurance had we ‘of* ‘the
‘pacific ‘disposition of ‘the ‘present ‘national ‘convention ‘of
France ‘toward ‘this country? ‘We had ‘reasons, founded ‘on
probability, ‘to infer that they entertaimed 'a spirit ‘of hostility
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to all regular governments, and most of all to the govern-
-ment of ‘Great Britain. If they had any reason to believe
that the' convention of France were disposed to peace, must
he not infer that they were disposed to it, because they thought
it would most probably tend to their advantage, and to our
ruin? Till there was satisfactory evidence that their spirit of
hostility to other nations was destroyed, he saw probable
grownd, ‘in the very nature of their system,- that they must
persevere in that hostility, till they ceased to act upon it.
They looked upon their own government as the only lawful
government in the world, and regarded the governments of
all other nations as usurpation. Such was the ground on
which they ‘had undertaken the war. Did France make any
professions of peace, or did she show any dispogitions for peace,
‘but as ‘she felt herself wearied of the war, and as she found
herself involved' in difficulties?  The national ‘convention had
- said plamly ‘they desired a partial peace, because so extensive
a war theyfound themselves unequal to prosecute. ~ They bhad
professed they desired peace with some of the powers, in or-
der to ruin more securely those against whom they wished still
to carry ‘on the war; and he might add, afterwards to ruin
those thh wliom they now professed to be willing to treat
for peace. They would make a distinction in making peace.
Their moderation was veserved for Holland, their vindictive
principles for Great Britain. Could such dispositions either
g:ve security to peace, or'render it of lorg continuance.
At'had’been stated, - that the decree of the 19th of November
had been repealed, and that therefor¢ the French no'longer
aspired at ‘interfering with the internal government of other
countries. In ‘April 1793, they bad’ enacted something on
“the subject of peace. ' They enacted that tlie penalty of death
“should be inflicted ‘on any persén who should propose peace
with ‘any country, unless 'that country acknowledged the
‘French republic, ‘one and indivfsible, founded on the princi-
ples of liberty and equality. They were not merely satisfied
with a partial acknowledgment de facto ; they required an ac-
G.2
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knowledgment de Jjure.  He wished to know, if these principles
were: once recognised as the legitimate foundation of govern-
nient, whether they would not be universal in their applica-
tion? Could these principles be excluded from other nations ?
And if they could not, would they not amount to a confes-
sion of the usurpation and injustice of every other govern-
ment? If they were to treat for peace with France, they
knew one of the things that must be preparatory to it, and
that was, that they would acknowledge what they had hitherto
denied. - They must acknowledge those principles which con-
demned the usurpation of all the other governments and de-
nied the very power they were exercising. Such was the
preliminary that must precede a proposal to treat; and what
next would happen if peace was obtained ? — Leaving out all
consideration of the terms of it; which might be expected to
be high in proportion to their acquisition of territory. Did
they look at the situation in which they would lay open this
country to all the emissaries of France? In proportion to
the success of France, those principles had grown more bold
_in this, and every other country. They had increased in -
activity and means of resistance. Were they give up these
safeguards which had been lately thrown round the constitu-
tion ; and were they to follow the advice of the other side of
the House by having recourse: to the universal loyalty of the
people of England? Did gentlemen think that we ran no risk
of serious and interhal dangers by reviving and rekindling the
embers of that faction in this country, which the other side
of the House had supposed were now totally extinguished?
Peace obtained under such circumstances, could not be stated
with confidence as to its permanence, and therefore, if it
were to be obtained, we must remain in a state of vigilant
jealousy and never-ceasing suspicion. In that state, what sort
of peace could we enjoy ? — Could such a state possibly be
preferable to war?— Would they net then give up those ad-
vantages they.enjoyed? Were the country to disarm, few, he
supposed, would be inclined to approve of that alternative ;
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on the other hand, they could not remain armed without giving
up, in a certain degree, that pitch of force, to-which they
had brought the exertions of the country, and retaining an
establishment burdensome to peace, and ineffectual to war.
It was impossible for any human being, in the preséent circum-
stances, to suppose a state of settled peace; it must be a state
of watching each other, of inquictude, of distrust, merely a
short truce, a state of partial inactivity and interrupted‘ repose.
In such a peace there could be no security; it was exposed to
50 much hazard, doubt, and danger, that no man could possibly
ook to it, except the exhausted state of our resources:was
such as to exclude the possibility of further exertion. The
question was not the option between peace and war, but the
option of war under considerable difficulties, with great means
and resources, or peace without security.

He said he should be ashamed to go over the means of our
resources ; but as that object had been touched on by the
‘honourable gentleman who had introduced the question, he must
say a few words on the relative situation of the two countries.
The foundation of the argument of the honourable mover was,
that the resources of France were of so extraordinary a na-
ture, that they were such as the other nations of Europe
could not bear, but France, having borne them for so- many -
3;ars, could do that which other nations could not do — and
that they were therefore bound to suppose that the resources
of France were superior to those of this country, which had
expended so many millions without having had any effect on
the revenue, commerce, and manufactures of the country,
without means that were equal to the pressure sustained.in
other wars where this country had carried them on success-
fully. 'The honourable gentleman, who swept off millions
fram the expenditure of France, had added them with as rude
a hand to the account of this country ; he had said, if we were
to make peace at that moment, the expense would be seventy
millions sterling, and the extra expenses would be calculated

~ moderately at fifty millions sterling. How much the honour~
G 3 .
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able gentleman allowed for winding up-expenses he knew not,
but they were certainly large. Without taking in the expenses
of the present year of 220,000 men, including the regular
army and militia, and the vote of 100,000 seamen, to the best
of his recollection, — taking the expenses of the year 1793 and
of 1794 up to the end of last December, the sum was about
twenty-five millions sterling, and there was a capital to be
created, of somewhat mere than thirty millions. This point
was. not, very closely connected with the question, but he had
corrected the statement of the honourable, gentleman, who
wished to shew we were no longer able to carry on: the war,
thotigh he could not prove the least defalcation in the revenue
of the country, or a diminution of the public ¢redit. To what
was that sum to be opposed on the part-of France? To 260
millions sterling, which that country had expended during the
Tast two years. Would any man say that France could afford
to spend’ 260 millions sterling, of which the inhabitants had
been plundered, better than Great Britain? That immense
sum' had> been collected in Francé by force and terror, and
had been attended by effects admitted by themselves to produce
thé desolation of the interior of the country, the extinction
of ‘agriéulture; the ruin of their resources, the subversion of
all the' meahs of profitable industry, and, the annihilation of
every brarch of commerce, besides the coila{er:al- circumstance
éf the systeih of assignats, which he had mentioned on a formgr
duy.  He said, on a former day he had made the expenses of
the French republic amount to 480 milliens sterling, which
the ' henourable gentleman who had made the motion said was
éxaggerated by 120 millions.. But the hondurable gentleman
had begun his calculations two years later than e, which was
the redson of that difference. The assnghats, which were for-
werly near par, Wére now dbout 85 per centi below it That
the Housé night not mistake him, they were not worth 85l
per cent. but only 154 per cent. And therefore he repeated
his ‘former assértionm, that there was a rapid and 4 progressive
deeay in the internal resources of France. It had béen stated
16 3
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thathe had year after year represented the resources of France
to bein a rapid state of decline. The first year of the war cost
France 160 millions, which produced a rapid and progressive
decay in the state of their finances; and was there any thing
ridiculous in' supposing those resources to be still in a progressive
state of decay, after they had expended, during the last cam-
paign, another 160 millions sterling ?

The honourable gentleman* whe seconded the motion, in the
longest simile he had ever heard, obsexved, that the resources of
America were declining for three years together. But would
any man say that the features of that war hore any resemblance
to those of the present, which marked the calamities of France ?
It had been observed, that the French were making great exer-
tions, and that therefore it was unjust to say their resources
were at all decayed. But the question was, whether those great.
exertions ought not to be considered as a proof of the decay of
the resources of the country ? Would any man tell him that the
internal state of the country would not be affected by a con-
tinued and extraordinary supply of the nerves and sinews of
war?. The honourable gentleman who made the motion, had
stated that the French had extended their conquests from
Gibraltar to the Baltic. But no brilliant success, no acquisition
of territory, was sufficient to compensate this internal decay of -
resources. The wide difference, in point of resources, was as
important to the fate of empires and the lot of kingdoms, as new
_conquest ; and the balance there was as much in our favour, as
the acquisition of territory was against other countries, and in
favour of France.

There were many. other points on which he wished to touch,
but would not discuss themiat length. One or two observations
he could not help stating. It had been asked, what force had
we to oppose to that of France? He answered, an increased
force on the part of this country. The convention had said that

their forces must be contracted : their efforts must therefore be

* Mr, W. Smith.
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exhausted. Besides the exertions by sea and land which had
been made by this country, it would probably depend on the
resolution and firmness of that House, whether the Emper5r
might not be enabled to bring such a military force into the field,
as would render an extent of exertion n'ecessary on the part of
France, of which they had declared themselves incapable. It
was said, do you expect to conquer France? Do you expect 2
_counter-revolution? When do you intend to march to Paris ?
If such was at one time our success in France, that the conven-
tion ‘were put in imminent fear of the combined armies pene-
trating to Paris, it was not very-extraordinary that his honourable
friend * at London. should allow himself to entertain a  degree
of hope of the possibility of that event. By a mode of arguing,
not unusual with gentlemen on the other side, whose practice
it frequently was, first to state positions in order that they after-
wards might combat them, ministers had been charged with
looking to the conquest of France. They had never held out
any such object; they had only professed their hope of making
such an impression upon the interior of that country as might
lead to a secure and stable peace; and of being able, by the
assistance of those well-disposed persons who were enemies to
the present system, to establish a government honourable to
them and safe to ourselves. If a change had taken place in the
government of France, which rendered it more expedient for -
us to treat in the present than at a former period, he would ask,
if nothing had been gained? We weére now in a situation less’
remote from that in which we might be able to treat with
security. It had been urged, that we ought to have let France
alone. What was the consequence of neutrality but to produce
aggression ? But now that war had been two years carried on,
the detestable system of their government had subsided into'a
state of less flagrant atrocity. It had been said that all France,
to a man, was united for a republic. "What was meant by the
phrase of a republic? Was it merely a name at the top of a sheet

* Mr, Jenkinson.
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of paper? Was their desire of a republic to be gathered from
their submission ‘to the tyranny of Robespierre? Was their
unanimity to be inferred from the numerous proscriptions and
massacres of federalists and royalists ?

Mr. Pitt proceeded to recapitulate the general grounds on
which he had opposed the original resolution, and the motives
from which he had been induced to bring forward the amend-
ment, which he had read, and should conclude with moving.
Peace! Peace was not obstructed by any form of government ;
but by a consideration of the internal circumstances of France.
He remarked that there had been great misconstructions and
misconceptions with respect to what he had stated on former
occasions to be his sentiments, as to the re-establishment of
monarchy, which he by no means wished to be considered as a
sine qui non to the attainment of peace, and therefore he had not
contented himself with barely negativing the resolution, but had
been induced in the amendment to substitute that language
which, in his mind, it became parliament to hold, as best adapted
to the subject.

There was.one other consideration to which he should advert
namely, the remark that the attempt to treat, though not likely
to be successful, would yet be attended with advantage, both
in France and this country. In France it would show that we
were disposed to treat. If it.were wise to treat, this certainly
would be an advantage, but such a conduct, instead of for-
warding peace, would only” be productive of danger; it would
lead to. a proposition of terms from France, elated by its recent
‘acquisitions, which it would be impossible for this country to
accept. And he trusted that his honourable friend *, who had,
he conceived, gone too far in his propositions with respect to
peace on a former occasion, would be convinced, upon his own
principles, - that as the - difficulty increased, any - proposition
1o treat in the' present moment would have tlie effect to en-
courage the enemy, and-to bury thf: remains of opposition in

* Mr. Wilberforce,
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France. In this: country it would have the effect to sink the
spirit of the people, and to tell them that it was right to look for
peace, though it was impossible to look for security ; it would
be to insinuate a doubt' of their zeal, energy, and courage, and
to.add to the depression already praduced by a snccQSS_iou of
misfortunes and a series of misrepresentations. The honourable
gentleman had said, that if his proposition to treat should not in
the event be successful, he would then support the war. Upon
what ground could ‘he support a war, which he had in the first
instance conceived and declared to be neither necessary nor
just? But till the period should arrive at which it would be
possible to treat, with a rational prospect of security, and a
degree of, at least, probable advantage, he, and those who thought
with him, must continue to support a war, of the justice and
~necessity of which, they were firmly persuaded, and which they
could not, in the present moment, abandon without a sacrifice
of their opinion, their consistency, and their honour.

The original motion was negatived ;
Ayesesiceee. 86
Noes.cieseeses 269
and Mr, Pltt’s amendment was afterwards adopted.

b . -+

May 27. 1795.

“On a motion by Mr. Wilberforce, « That it is the apinion of this
House, that the present cireumstances of Franee.ought not to preclude
the government of this country from entertaining proposals for a general
pacification ; and -that it is for the interest of Great Britain to make
peace with France, prowded it can be effected on fair terms, and in an
honourable manner ;" 4

o

" Mr Pirr delivered his sentiments as follows é

1 shallcertainly . endeavour, 8ir, to confine what I have ‘to
say to the real point undér consideration, and must stand ex-
cused if T donot follow the right honourable gentleman * who

* Mr. Fox,
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spoke last, in many of the points to which he advetted. I impute
no blame to my honourable frienq whe has made thi$ motion,
thaugh I lament and - deplore that he has done so. ' He has
acted, no doubt, from the fullest eonviction that he was dis~
charging his duty to his constituents and to the public at large.
A great deal has been said this night about Hollanid being lost;
without taking into consideration all the circumstances that
belong to the ease. It is not my business at present; but et any
other time I should not be unwilling to diseuss, whether it was .
not of immense advantage to Europe in general, that Holland
was not added to France without a struggle, and which, but for
the. interference of this country, would have taken place twa
years ago. This union, after a long struggle, unfortunate ¥
admit in the issue, has been formed chiefly from that country
indulging unfounded hopes of peace, in a treaty of alliance,
which has ended in their having been invaded and conquered;
in:their having submitted; being pramised proteetion, and
having been defrauded of four millions of money, Perhaps it
- may be better for them in the end, but it is certainly better for
the state of the world, hewever unfortunate it may be for the
iphabitauts\of that country at the present mement, that they
were united to France after a severe and unsuecessful struggle,
and when Holland is no great acquisition to France: instead
of being added to her, as a great accession, when she was in -
the zenith of her power. It has been argued this night, that
this country entered upen the present just and necessary war
with a great end powerful eonfederacy in Europe; and I
~ admit that this confederacy is narrowed and diminished, = But I
wou!d a;k whether; in discussing the question. of peace and
war, we have not furnished them with grounds to argue upon,
which it is impossible they could have had without the éxists
ence of that confederacy ? To look for megotiation at the pre,
sént moment is premature,-though I leok to it at no remote
period. I bave no objectton; were it connected: with this busie
ness, 10 follow my henourable: friend, and the right henourable
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gentlemen to the West.Indies, to examine the efforts that have
been made by this country, and compare them with those made
in “any former period; from which we should clearly see,
whether greater exertions had ever been made, and whether the
distresses in' that quarter had not been aggravated by a great
mortality and other accidental causes.

But I come to the question immediately before us. 1beg
leave to ' consider what that question is, and I must say, that
my honourable friend, in making his motion, suffered himself
to'be deceived in the manner of stating it; and this pervaded
the whole of his argument. His statement was neither more
nor less than thist Is a peace on fair and honourable terms
preferable to the continuance of the war? We should not
have been debating here so long, if this were the question ;
about this there can be no difference of opinion. But the
question is, Whether a peace on fair and honourable terms,
‘which is thé end of all war, is more likely to be attained by
negotiation at the present moment, than by a continuance of
the war? Are you more likely to arrive at a better and more
secure peace with a reasonable prospect of permanency on
fair and honourable terms, by a continuance of the war with
energy and vigour, ‘till a more favourable opening presents
itself by taking some step or other to encourage and invite
negotiation?” That is the question which puts away at once
all the declamations on the advantages of peace, which nobody
in this country will deny ; — where the rapid effects of peace
have healed wounds, infinitely greater than any we have expe-
rienced since the commencement of the present war, in repairing
losses far more affecting the prosperity of the country than any
we have sustained, and which were so vigorously experienced in
thie interval of a few years, as to make ‘us almost forget the
calamities of former wars.

Sir, that being the state of the questmn, I mean to submit
to the Heuse, that at the present moment perseverance in the
contest is more wise and prudent, and more likely in the end
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to affect a safe, lasting, and honourable peace, thau any at-
tempt at negotiation. My honourable friend does not choose
to state that this country ought to take the first steps to peace,
and he claims great merit for his moderation: in not going so
far, but only that ministers ought to receive overtures. I.beg
leave to submit, whether this be not only taking the. first'step,
but doing it in the most exceptionable manner. To say it is
not an overture on our part, if we have received no intima-
tion whatever from the government of France ‘to. treat; to
say we:shall be glad to treat, is what no man living will con-
tend. Where the overture comes from the legislature of the
country, it is attended with a degree of publicity which: the
right honourable gentleman admits is one of the merits of our
constitution. But surely this mode of making overtures of
peace: is not the most convenient, inasmuch as it makes known
the whole terms of peace to. the enemy. It leaves no will
to ministers to take advantage of apny favourable circumstances
that may occur. For that reason it is that the legislature does
not usually interfere in such transactions, as the true state of
the transactions is only fully understood by a few, and there-
fore it has been wisely committed to the executive government.
Why has this country, whlch is so jealous of its rights and
liberties, intrusted such prerogatwes to the crown? Why is
the making of peace and war, and other prerogatives which
form the happiness of this constitution, intrusted to the King?
Because it has been found, that the power of parliament was
sufficient to prevent the royal prerogative from being carried
‘beyond. its proper limits. I say the question is then, whether
you will step forward, and assume this power of the crown ata
- crisis of peculiar delicacy ? )

The right honourable gentleman who spoke last, was of opi-
nion that the French convention, from the publicity of its pro-
ceedings, bore a nearer résemblance to the British-constitution,
than the constitution of any other country. In this. comipari-
son, I trust, it was not meant- to be carried any farther, as if
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the interests of this country were tobe discussed in oné popular
assembly.. Thope the righthonourable gentleman isnotso much
in dove with France.: I think the right honourable gentleman
took up that idea rathér hastily. I am by no means certain, nor
is it worth while' here to examine, whether a despotic govern-
ment, or an anarchial republic, like that of France, most nearly
resembles the constitution of Great Britain, which is removed at
an equal distance from both extremes.

The publicity of the proceedings of the French convention,
has: heen: the source of outrage, horror, and disgust, to every
feeling heart. ‘That publicity has been a faithful recorder, and
an accurate witness of the enormity of their proceedings. The

_question is, whether we ave to take the first step towards nego-
‘tiatien, or:to-go.on, trusting ito the executive government to
take the opporwmnity of ‘the first favourable moment fornego-
itiation, :and in' the mean time strengthening the hands of that
government, to. persevere with.vigourin ithe contest in'which
we are engaged. Wehavebeenitold, that although this question-
has: been: several  times: brought: forward, it has mever been
directly dispased of;; it has mever been directly negatived. ' 1
contend that it has.in effect been direotly negatived. - ‘For when
the motien:was made some:time. ago, an amendment-was made
:to-the motion, stating, that wewere: tesulved to persebere—'m ithe
eentest, -trusting that His Majesty would: sexze ithedfirst favoura
.able (opportunitythat ipresented for ‘treating with security. I
:beg’ to know, whether that which was done with deliberation,
whs not negativing theimotion: Subsequent tothat, this:ques-
tiop was, discussed- again and again, and this:#House onthose
Pecasions.came to:a resolution, ithat it:did not.conceive, under
the present circumstances of the countries, negot:at;lon was.a -
.measure; expedient to:be‘adopted.

But another.question here arises. Have ‘the circumsta,nces
_and situation - of the country materially altered since :the last
tootion: on ‘the subjeut,  or since “my" honourable friend first
ifound:himself :an’allvocate for negotiation? “Has the postare
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of ‘affairs varied since that time, o as to make negotiation
more eligible at ‘the present moment than it was at any former
period? 1 heard 'my honourable fiiend state one fact on this
business, which mo evidence can contradict. I heard him
with pleasure state, that the situation of France was now so
weakened and exhausted, as to make peace with that govern-
“ment,y’though mot sectire, yet, in-consequence of ithat weak-
ness, ‘attended with a considerable degree «of securify. That
something more of this security exists at the present moment,
' not ‘ouly admit, but contend that the prospectis improving
every day, and that this becomes more and more. ascertained ;
as T shall state before 1 sit down, “But ‘is ‘this @ dreasoniwhy
we should negotiate at this moment? I think not. From facts
‘that ‘are notorious, “frem ‘things -known to: the ‘worldy. there is
* now a general feeling that there is, comparativelyspeaking, a
‘sense of security in ‘the -country, twhen compared with the
“alarming uneasiness which some'time ago prevailed. The enemy
‘have' not béeii ablé to avail themselves of their success and
acqmsntrons, Tor ‘have ‘they »acqmred solid and - substantial
strength. The ‘natiral anxxet‘y'bf ‘the people “of this country
'bas led them ‘to rémark the-progross of the decay, decline, and
ruin of the enemy, ‘as'being mote ‘rapid than they could have
‘foreseen. ‘Wherr this businéss ‘was' formerly discussed; itowas
used ‘as'a very considetable ‘grgument’ agamstmegotxatlon, that
from our situation then, we'icould not hope 'totreat with France
on terms'of ‘equality: that our affairs’ since the commerncement
“of the war were it so ‘unfivourable‘a state, ‘that we could not
reasonably hope ‘to obtain ‘terms of equality, ‘ox: any thing fair
“and ‘Honourable.” T§' ‘nbt ‘this ‘atgurient: very. considerably
“strengthenetl ‘at fhis' inofﬁem’,vlwhen ‘you ;compare ‘the ‘state
. Yof ‘this’ countryand“Franceﬁ? 'Bxhausted \and wearied with the
‘addition of your ‘owii “Weakness, “will “you igive ‘up;the contest
“in despair? We shoulaiﬂien, dike' Holland;. ‘have:to consider
what “indémnity ‘France‘wvdld Expeet of ts. L state this asia
practicdl objection; anﬂ’w}iollysmﬂependentddf any question'on
the se‘chﬁty“of ‘négfidtion. > Thioe who wrgue for‘peace, eon-
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sider our situation as rendered more fit for negotiation in this
way : — that we have lost our allies, by which we are reduced
to such a state of weaknesd, that we must listen to peace; and
now that our allies have deserted us, it is unnecessary to obtain
their consent. We formerly refused to.treat with France, be-
cause we were satisfied she was unable to maintain that peace
and amity that ought to prevail among neutral nations., Gentle-
men have chosen to forget all the arguments used with regard
to acknowledging the republic of France. We refused to treat
with M. Chauvelin after the unfortunate murder of. Louis XVI. -
We refused to acknowledge a government that had been reeking
with the blood of their sovereign. Was not that an objection
not to acknowledge them at that period? The. murder of the
King préceded but a very few days the declaration of war agamst
this country.

The next argument is, whether you would dishonour yourself
by acknowledging a republic that might endanger your own inde-
pendence, and which made a public profession of principles which
went to destroy the independence of évery nation of Europe? I
say, I will not acknowledge such a republic. The question here
is but simply whether you will acknowledge so as to treat with it ?
It is not, nor has it been, since the commencement of the war,
theinterest of England, not from any one circumstance, but
from taking all circumstances together, to institute a negotxatxon
with the ruling powers now exxstmg in France. -

As to the declaration of the Emperor to the Diet, if it is au-

 thentic; that he should be happy to enter into a negotiation for

peace, I beg leave to say, this declaration must be supposed to
bind the Emperor in no other capacity than as head of the em-
pire ;-and I am-sure they cannot, and will not state that that

'precludes him, as Duke of Austria, or King of Bohemia, from

performing any agreement he may choose to enter into, on his
own separate account, in those capacities.  As the head of the
empire, he might, from the present situation of that country,
think it wise and expedient to go beyond the line he may chalk
out to himself as a sovereign prince and king, as King of Bohe-
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mia and Archduke of Austria. ..There may be circumstances to
induce him, as the head of the empire, to wish to open a nego-
tiation with France, rather than run the risk of a separate nego-
tiation, through the medium of the King of Prussia, contrary to
the constitution of the Germanic body. One of the next points
relied upon, and imputed as blame to winisters, was the circum-
stance of the war in La Vendée and with the Chouans being at
an end. I do not sec how that éircumstance can attach any
blame to government. It has been stated, that the inhabitants
of La Vendée have submitted to the French republic. Who-
ever has conversed with gentlemen coming from France, has
been made acquainted with the situation of the inhabitants of La
Vendée and the Chouans, as well as from the Paris newspapers.
They will do well to consider, whether the French government
can have any degree of confidence, that they can reap the least
advantage from that union. The advantages of the peace in that
quarter have been entirely in favour of La Vendée and Britanny,
and not of the republic; the inhabitants have gained by the
treaty, and lost nothing. The republic has no right to any
accession of strength from this district of the kingdom. Were
they subject to requisitions? or did they furnish recruits for the
army ? or did they increase the treasure of the country ? By the
articles of their submission to the laws of the republic, if they
are reported truly, they are in fact an independent government,
from which what are called patriots are excluded. The state of
La Vendée was directly the reverse of that of Holland; and if
that country was not an accession of strength to the republic, is
it not a confession of the weakness of the government, that they
found themselves under the necessity, notwithstanding all their
splendid success, to enter into such a treaty as a sovereign would
never have entered into but from necéssity ?

There is another circumstance which has been relied upon,
and which I must not pass over in silence. . Among other events
of the day, we see that Holland and F rance have entered into
an alhance and that Holland is to furnish France with twelve
ships of the line, and eighteen frigates. The present state of

VOL. II. H o
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Hollind makes that circumstance more fatourable for this
Country than we had reason to expect it would have been when
Holland was over-run by the French.

The question_is,‘ whether the state of France is not so weak ;
whether the distractions and disturbances of the country, and
the discontents of the people, are riot so great, as are likely to
lead to some change or new order of things, more favourable
than any that has hitherto appeared?

Tirst, as to the weakness of France. We have been told by
the right honourable gentleman, that there was no appearance in
France of the relaxation of its efforts; that the reign of terror
ended with the month of July last; and subsequent to that
period théy Have been as successful as ever. But surely it is not
very wonderful if the operations of that great and extraordinary
machine had wound up the whole of that extensive empire, by
all the men who were put in a state of requisition, and by all the
meretricious treasure that was amassed; if so many causes
operating so long, the effects were not to cease as immediately as
the causes. The effects in their operation survive the causes:
but have the French acquired fresh vigour? Whoever has taken
any pains to look at the number and efforts of their armies, and
state of the provisions and magazines, and attends to the manner
in which vequisitions have been carried on; whoever reads the
accounts the members of the convention give of themselves;
whoever reads their speeches; whoever trusts to their own ac-
count of themselves ; — these all prove that the vigour and exer-
tion of that country have been evidently diminishing.

In the next place, look at the state of their assignats, which
for a long time has been the subject of a gréat deal of anxious
attention to the convention. They have been employed almost
in a perpetual contest about two things, —to make a constitu-
tion, and to raise their credit, by preventing an unlimited number
of assignats entering into circulation. They therefore passed a
decree to withdraw a certain number of them to raise their credit.
The nominal value of assignats was only 257 per cent. At pre-
sent they are somewhat less than 5I. per ¢ent. Their expendi-

i IS =
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ture is incredible ; last month it amounted to twenty-seven mil-
lions sterling, which is more than is wanted by Great Britain in
the course of a year. This expense amounts to three hundred
and twenty-four millions sterling per annum, which exceeds-the
whole national debt of Great Britain, The commerce of that
country is totally extinguished, and a portion of bankruptcy
mixes itself with every transaction, ¥
The next article' is the price of provisions, respecting which
I have received a great deal of authentic information! within
these few days, indeed 1 wmy say within. these few hours;
and the price of provisions is so very high, and Scarcity pre-
vails to such a degree, as must stop all great and:extensive
operations, PrBil
In the next place, I doubt very much whether the provmons
for the French army and navy will in future be so regularly sup-
plied as they formerly have been. I have accounts of provisions
being re-landed from on board some of the ships at Brest; and
the city of Paris has been supplied by pittances from the army
on the Rhine. Expressions of discantent are not confined to
individuals, but are general, and such as come home to the door
of every individual in France. What will be the effect of this
complicated pressure, how long it may be continued, or what
order of things may ultimately rise out of it, I shall not pretend
to say. But I think it may produce, and probably at no ‘great
distance of time, some new order of things, more friendly to a
general pacification, and toa regular. intercourse with the other
established powers of Europe. ' Such is the genuine prospect for
all the countries of Europe, for an order of .things more satis-
factory than we have seen at any former period. It is owing to
your perseverance in forcing them, and to which they are un-
equal, that they would willingly accept of peace. But because
you have such-a prospect at this moment, you are by no means
certain that a safe and honourable peace could be obtained.
That is, at this moment, premature; a continuance of your
perseverance some time longer will in all probability produce
that happy eﬂ'ect . |
H 2
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“ Compare the situation and resources of this country, feeling
for the burdens of the country, which must be felt by the poor
and industrious toa certain extent, and deploring their neces-
sity, as they must obstruct the increasing wealth of the country.
Look also-at the manufactures and trade and revenue, and com-
pare’it with the expense of the war. Compare the annual
expenditure of twenty or twenty-five millions sterling, to the
enormoussum of twenty-seven millions sterling per month, or
three hundred and' twenty-four millions per annum, the sum
yearly expended by France. Aftér you have made these com-
parisons, tell me whether you will lay aside your exertions, under
the peculiar circumstances in which you are now placed. You
have laid on taxes unprecedented in their amount, but at the
same time having the satisfaction to know that they are borne by
the inliabitants of this country without any material severe pres-
sure. ' You are provided therefore with the most ample and
liberal supplies for the present campaign. But is that the case
with France? No. 'Every month, every week, is an additional
strain’of the new machine, and they are not provided with any
of that ‘enormous: expense which I have mentioned, but must
raise’ it' all by forced means, by requisitions, by robbery, and
plunder. - 'T have trespassed toa long on the patience of the
House. I conclude by observing again, that I have to hope for
-a more favourable order of things, and I have no reason to be
satisﬁéd with any attempt at negotiation at this moment: but
by a vigérous prosecution of the war for a short time longer, we
have every reasonable prospect that we shall be able to procure
-for ourselves a solid, permanent, and honourable peace.

The resolution was rejected: the House dividing on the order of the
day, moved by Mr. Windham, J

AyeSs.euienseess 201
NO€Steiesasaesss 86
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November 10. 1795.

Tre House having proceeded to the order of the day for taking into
consideration His Majesty’s late proclamation against seditious meetings,

Mr. PrrT rose and said,

That the circumstances, upon which he meant to‘ground the
proceedings of that night had made so deep an impression on
the mind of every gentleman in that House, as well'as‘on that
of every man in the country, that it would net be necessary
for him to make any comments on them. The public had seen
with becoming indignation, that a virtuous and beloved: sove-
reign had been attacked -in the most' criminal and. outrageous
manner, and at a time too when he was in the exercise of the
greatest and most important function of kingly capacity, when
he was going to assemble the great council of the mation:
that great, and indeed only resource against every national -
-evik  The first impulses of every man’s mina, after an’attack
so immediately directed against the life of the King of these
realms, must be those of horror and detestation of the wicked,
the diabolical wretches, who in contempt of the respect and
reverence die to the sacred character of their sovereign—in
contempt of the whole legislature, by a kind: of concentrated
malice, directed a blow at once at its three branches, in'attempt.
ing to assassinate a mild and benignant monareh, who was the
great cement and centre of our glorious constitution. . In ‘cane
templating this calamity, the House would feel that some:cors
rection must be given to the laws, at-present inforce against
such crimes; means must be found to repress the spirit which
gave birth to so daring an outrage, and to prevent such unpre«
cedented consequences of sedition, and of sedition too leading
to assassination by the most despicable, as well as the most
dangerous of all modes of attack, against the vital principles-of
the state, in the person of the sovereign.

If, ‘under this first impression, .every man should think hlma

H 3
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self called upon (as he was sure would be the case) by the
loyalty and allegiance he owed to the sovereign office, and by
affection to the person of the sovereign, by the reverence due
to religion, by’ self-preservation itself, and the happiness of
society at large, to apply a remedy to those very alarming
symptoms, another impression would arise out of it, equally
forcible, and equally obvious, namely, that they would do this
business but by halves, and act carelessly and ineffectually, if
they directed their attention only to that separate act, and not
‘to those very mischievous and formidable circumstances, which
were connected with it, in point of principles, and which pro-
duced it, in point of fact.

JIn endeavouring to lead the attention of the House to the
remedies which appeared to him most likely to be efficient to
this purpose, he would not advert to legal distinctions, but to
prudential principles. If the House viewed the separate act
with that eye of horror he conceived they must, and if, view-
ing it :so, they felt the conviction, that a repetition of such
enormities should be prevented immediately: the next point,
that would impress ‘itself upon their minds, as arising from
the two former, was, that they should adopt some means to
prevent these seditious assemblies, which served as vehicles to
faction and disloyalty, which fanned and kept alive the flame
of disaffection, and filled the minds of the people with discon-
tent. ' He had the most indubitable proof to support him in
saying, that this sentiment pervaded not only that House, but
all the kingdom 3 and that .in no ‘one instance which had ever
occurred, were ‘the Commons called upon more loudly by the
wishes and prayers of an anxious community, than they were
at/this ‘time by the wholeipeople of England, to avert the ruin
with which these assemblies menaced the country, by prevent.
ing their further proceedings. In full hopes that the House
felt the force ‘of ‘these impressions as forcibly as he did, and ,
would agree' to some such measure as he had ielluded to,
his motion of that day would go to that object. It might,
perhaps, occur to gentlemen, thata law should be previously

-
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made for the protection of His Majesty’s person: but he in-
formed them, that the other House had now under its consider-
ation a bill to that effect, which he hoped would soon he laid
before them for their concurrence. His motion, therefore, was
not directed to alter or enforce the laws of the King’s safety, but
to prevent those meetings, to which all the wmischiefs he had
mentioned were attributable. y

The meetings to which he alluded were, he said, of two de-
scriptiona ; under the first of those deseriptions, fell those meet-
ings which, under a pretext (to which they by no means adhered)
of petitioning parliament for rights of which they affected to be
deprived, agitated questions, and promulgated opinions and
insinuations hostile to the existing government, and tending to
bring it into disrepute with the people. The other description,
though less numerous, not less public, nor less dangerous, were
concerted evidently for the purpose of digseminating unjust
grounds of jealousy, discontent, and false camplaints, against
the constitution ; of irritating the minds of the people against
their lawful governors; and of encouraging them to acts of
. even treason itself. In these meetings every thing that could
create faction, every thing that could excite disloyalty, every
thing that could prepare the minds of those who attended for
rebellion, was industriously circulated. Both these required
some strong law to prevent them; for, if the arm of the execu-
tive government was not strengthened by such a law, they would
be continued, if not to the utter ruin, certainly to the indelible
disgrace of the country.

As to the first of those descriptions, no gne would venture tp
deny the right of the people to express their ppinians en peli-
tical men and measures, and to discuss and assert their right of
petitioning all the branches of the legislature ; nor was there
any man who would be farther from encroaching on that right
than himself. It was undoubtedly a most valuable privilege,
of .which nothing should deprive them, But on the other hand,
if meetings of this kind were made the mere cover or the pretext
for acts which were .as inconsistent with the liberty of the sub-

H 4
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ject as it was possible to imagine any thing to be; if, instead of
stating grievances, the people were excited to rebellion; if,
instead of favouring the principles of freedom, the very found-
ation of it was to be destroyed, and with it the happiness of the
people ; it was high time for the legislature to interpose with its
authority.

This consideration, he confessed, occasioned considerable
difficulty, but it did not create an insuperable dilemma. In
applying the desired remedy, two things were to be looked to —
the first, to correct the abuse of a sacred and invaluable privi-
lege ; the second, to preserve that privilege inviolate: caution,
was therefqre necessary, lest, on the one hand, they should
encroach on the rights of the people, or, on the other, should
suffer the abuse of those rights to become the instrument of their
total extinction. This was a matter of great delicacy, and
should be attended to in the detail; but the House would see,
that at present the real question was, did not the pressure -of
the moment call for some remedy?

According to the opinions which he had collected as well as
he had been able, from others, and such as he had formed for
himself, the great point wanted at this moment was a more clear
and defined power in the magistrate, to disperse and put an end
to all meetings likely to be productive of consequences such as
were already mentioned. - He by no means meant, this power of
dispersion to extend to meetings professedly and obviously law-
ful, and held for legal and' constitutional purposes; but that,
in every case of a numerous meeting, of whatever nature, or
under whatever colour, notice should be given, so as to enable
the: magxstrate to' keep a watchful eye over their proceedmgs.
He should ‘therefore propose, that whatever be the pretext of a
public meeting, (if the House was at all of opinion there was any
necessity for the“regulation ‘of such meetings,) such notice
should be given to the magistrate, in order that he might attend,
for the’ preservation of the public peace; that he might watch
the ‘proceedings, to prevent any measure that might tend to
attack, orto bring into contempt, either the sovereign himself
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or any branch of the established government of the country.
That the magistrate should be empowered to apprehend any per-
‘sons whose conduct should seem calculated for those purposes,
and that any resistance to the authority of a magistrate so act-
ing, should be deemed felony in every person concerned in it.
That, on perceiving the proceedings of such meeting to be
tumultuous, and leading to the bad consequences he had already
mentioned, the magistrate should have power similar to that
which he had already by the riot act, to disperse that assembly ;
and that, after reading the riot act, and ordering them to dis-
perse, any number of persons remaining should, as by the riot
act, incur the penalty of the law, that of felony. The House
would see, that this summary power in the magistrate, while it
would still leave to the people the fair right to petition, on the
one hand, would, on the other, prevent the abuse of it. This,
he said, was the outline. All detail he would reserve for future’
discussion. \

Under the other description of meetings, through which the
minds of the people were poisoned, fell those of public lecturers,
who made the dissemination of sedition the source of livelihood.
To them he thought it would be proper to apply regulations
‘something like those that passed about fourteen years ago,.in
an act, which, from the learned gentleman who brought it in,
was called Mansfield’s act, and by which all houses wherein
‘meetings of an improper kind were held on a Sunday, were to
be treated as disorderly houses. And, to avoid evasion, the
clause should apply to every house wherein any people met, ex-
ceeding a certain number to be stated in the act, the real family
of the House. These, said he, are the outlinesof the measure I
have to propose; and so convinced am I that there can be but:
‘one feeling, and one opinion, that some measure of this kind is
necessary [here a cry of ¢ hear!” from the opposite side]; and
so little am I shaken in that conviction by the adverse vocifera-
tions of ¢ hear! hear!” that I am sure I should but show a
distrust of the cause, if I said any more. I will therefore only
move, 3 . :
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¢ That leave be given to bring in a bill fer the more effec~
tually preventing of seditious meetings and assemblies.”

After a debate of much warmth, in which the measure was loudly
reprobated by Mr. Fox, Mr. Shendan, and Mr. Grey, the House dxvxded
on the motion for leave to bring in the bill,

Ayes.......ui214
No€Suurseaess 42

November 17. 11795.

Ox the question for the second reading of the bxll for more effectually
preventing seditious meetings and assemblies,

Mr. PirT said, that as he had repeatedly delivered his senti-
ments upon the bill, he felt but little inclined unnecessarily te
take up the attention of the House, particularly as most part of
what had been already said that day had little connection with
the question. Under this description he did not include the
comparison which the right honourable gentleman * had thought
proper to draw between a revolution in this country in favour
of the house of Stuart, and a revolution in favour of that kind
of government which French principles would recommend and
inculeate.  No man could be more sensible than he was of the ‘
dreadful calamities that the nation would sustain by the re-estab-
lishment of a Popish pretender, who would, no doubt, endea-
vour to subvert our liberties, our religion, and our laws, and
possibly he might succeed in his gbject. He had no hesitation,
however, in declaring, that were he to chuse between two such
horrible alternatives, he would cheerfully prefer the restoration
of the pretender to that cruel and desolating system of anarchy, -
which would radically destroy all those principles by which social
order was majntained. He scrupled not to agree with the right
honourable gentleman in declaring, that were we under the same
circumstances that preSaed onour ancestors, we should be e,qu,a]ly

4 Mr, Fox.
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ready to make the same sacrifices that they had done in so
necessary a resistance; and he further admitted, that when we
expressed ourselves equally willing to risk our lives in an oppo-
sition to either jacobitical or jacobinical principles, we had no
more to offer, nor were we any longer to seek for any practical
difference. - It happened conveniently for his purpose, that the
arguments and illustrations employed by the right honourable
gentleman furnished him with materials which would serve for
an answer to most of his arguments, as far as he had urged any
thing closely connected with the subject. Of this comparison
between the two kinds of revolutions alluded to in particular,
without attempting to reason on which side the choice ought to
preponderate, it was sufficient to say, that we were ready with
our lives to resist the introduction of either.

Here, then, Mr. Pitt said, he wished to pause, and beseech the
right honourable gentleman to adopt the sage counsels of his
ancestors, with the same ardour which he expressed when he
declared his desire to imitate the valour of their arms. Our an-
cestors expelled the family of the Stuarts, and established the
glorious and immortal revolution, in the first instance by the
sword ; but their bravery might have been ineffectual, if they had
not secured their object by legislative provisions. It was in this
manner, more than by personal valour, that they preserved the
constitution. 'What was the bill of rights itself, but a measure
adopted by our ancestors in consequence of their finding them-
selves under new circumstances? They declared it to be high
treason to dispute the queen’s authority, to deny that the parlia-
ment was competent to confine and limit the succession,, and,
finally, to render attempts to introduce a system, different from
that which they had established by the laws, felonionsly penal.
Upon examining the present bill it would be found, that their
example was rigidly adhered to, and preventive measures resorted
to, on ‘motives of policy and prudence, in order to-guard against.
that extreme which would make it necessary for many to risk
their lives in a contest, -and be involved in all the miseries that
attend a civil war, One great recommendation of this temporary
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measure was, that it strictly adhered to the examples of for-

mer times ; and while it added to the general security, made no

innovation on the constitution, nor, in the smallest degree,
weakened the spirit of the laws. Our ancestors, in times of
danger, and even during that interval which took place between
the deposition and the restoration of the monarchy, adhered, as
much as so peculiar a situation would admit, to ancient forms,

and conducted the public business by means of both Houses of
Parliament, if that assembly could properly be called a parlia-
ment, when it was actually deprived of one of its compenent
parts. : :

Were there no precedents, no land-marks, to guide their pro-
ceedings on the present emergency? In days of difficulty and
danger, which had threatened one branch of the legislature, and
when doubts had arisen respecting the competency of parliament
to legislate in one particular case — limiting the succession of
the crown, our ancestors made a law suitable to the occasion.
But at this time what was the enemy that we had to contend
with, and what the danger to be repelled? Not an attack upon
one branch of the legislature, not a doubt about the right to
legislate in a particular case ; the right to legislate at all was
questioned, and the legality of monareby itself in any shape was
denied. 'Was that, he begged to ask, a proper time to sit still,
and refrain from taking vigorous and effectual measures, merely
because they might deviate in some degree from established
pracfice? The parallel that. had been attempted to be drawn
between the measures of the executive government at this time,
and those of the house of Stuart, in no degree applied. In the
days of the Charles’s, the people were above all taught to look
up to parliament for safety and ‘protection: they might un-
doubtedly look elsewhere for assistance, but parliament was the
centre in which all their hopes and'dependence rested, and in-
which alone they weére led to expect redress for their grievances :
such had been the example of their ancestors at the revolution,
and, as it was before their eyes, it ought to regulate their pra-

ceedings.
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The right honourable gentleman had talked of risking his life
in defence of the constitution; he was not asked now to risk his
life, he was asked only to apply the laws to the present state
of the country, in such a manner as to render the risking of
lives, for the 'present at least, unnecessary ; and he was asked to
do this in time, before the evil which threatened us should have
risen to such a height, as to bring on personal dangers. Gentle-
men had made much objection to this bill, as debarring the sub-
ject of the right to petition, as secured to them by the bill of
rights. But did the bill of rights imply, that any other than
parliament was to be the channel through which evils in the go-
vernment or constitution were to be redressed ? The revolution
itself tended also to prove the point he was contending for ;
since it was a memorable example, that even when the throne
was vacant, and when the forms of the constitution necessarily
failed, yet, even then, so strong was the impression on the minds
of men, of the maxims which they had before learnt, that no
new constitution was formed in consequence, but the old con-
stitution was still considered as subsisting.” The two remaining
Houses of Parliament, and those two Houses alone, were then
resorted to, and not the sovereignty of the people, as the means
through which the other branch of the legislature was to be
supplied. It was not to that sovereignty of the people which is
now talked of, that recourse was had. Thus, therefore, the
revolution itself conspired to shew that it was to parliament, or
to the people in parliament, and not to the people out of parlia-
ment, that the right of framing alterations in the constitution
always devolved. :

'The next point to be considered had been insisted upon much
in the ‘House, and, as he understood, made very industrious use
of out of it ; viz. that the present bill was calculated to create a
difference, and cause a separation, between the lower and the
higher orders of the people. The effect of thisbill he was ready
to maintain would be diametrically the reverse. The system of
dividing the orders of the community was that which formed the
grand spring and power of jacobinism, which the present.bill
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was evidently calculated to oppose, to check, and to suppress.
It was by exciting the envy and hatred of the poor against those
in higher stations, by holding out to them the hope of exchang-
ing their conditions, and by representing property as the easy
prey of the indigent, the idle; and the licentious, that the profli-
gate principles of jacobinism had succeeded in destroying all
social order in France, and the same end had been aimed at, by
the same means, in all other parts of Europe.

Under our happy constitution, he believed there was no man
of rank or property, at this time, so negligent of his duty, and
50 unacquainted with his interest, as to draw a line of separation
between himself and those that were below him, in rank, afflu-
ence, or degree. What nation in the world now existed, or had
been known to exist, in which the great and the low were placed
at so little distance, and so slightly separated? A continued
and well-cemented connection, which could not easily be dis-
solved, was so visible, that it was Impossible to fix upon any link
in the general chain where the union of the parts did not imme-
diately appear. The middle class derived supply, vigour, and
support from that below it; diffused. it through all around; -
communicated and received reciprocal aid from that‘which was
above it; and an animating spring gave that activity and general
circulation of benefits to the whole, which composed the order of
well-regulated society.

The manner by which the right honourable gentleman had
attempted to prove that the tendency of this bill was to make
such invidious distinctions, was most extraordinary, The bjll
had been held out, as a bill which proscribed all meetings what-
soever from petitioning parliament, except such as were licénsed.
So far from this, thebill left all established meetings precisely as-
they were before. The requiring of a license had been stated
as, in all cases, an intolerable evil ; it was, nevertheless, singular
enough, that not to require a license was now considered by the
right honourable gentleman as a still worse evil, on account of
the partiality of the principle. He would' ask, what was the
partiality? ‘Was it that all other meetings but these that were

1 N
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licensed were to be abolished ? No such thing : they were mercly
to be put under some new restrictions, which should make them
more resemble the regular meetings, which were not to be sub-
jected to a license. i :

But to come to the main question: — it was distinctly this,
First, Does the bill so abridge and limit the right of petitioning
parliament, as to leave it insafficient for the purpose of affording
due constitutional security ? Secondly, Does the bill impose any
ineffectual, superfluous, and unnecessary restraints? In order
to judge upon these questions, he would consider what were the
limitations imposed by the bill on this right of petitioning.. A
previous notice of the intended meetings was, in certain cases,
to berequired. The meetings of corporate bodies were not re-
quired to give any notice whatever : meetings called by a certain
number of justices : meéetings called by the lord-lieutenants of
counties, or by sheriffs, were all excepted from the obligation.
It had been said, however, that these last were servants of the
crowg, and because dervants, therefore in the interest of the
crown. But how did this observation apply? A sheriff of a
county was under no influence either of dependence, or expecta-
tion, or gratitude. The office of sheriff was considered as an
onerous and expensive office, which few persons liked, and from
which many wished to be excused. Was it fair then to describe
a meeting called by a sheriff; as a meeting called by one who was
4 mere tool of the crown? But, besides, what was the fact ? -——
The fact was, that meetings were, ac¢ording to the present cus-
tom, called by these very sheriffs, and a great proportion of the
complaints of the country actually found their way to parliament
through this channel ; — a way which was still 1eft open. This, he
said, was the best proof that meetings of this sort were not un-
availing. He believed it had commonly happened, that much
the greater proportion of petitions to parliament came through
the sheriffs, ind those of another kind were usually thought more
guspicious. How unfair then was it to eall the bill, asithad
been called, “an extinction of the right to petition,” when, in
fact, that channel through which petitions usually eome, was still
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left open! He declared he was as ready as any man to admit
broadly, that supposed or real grievances mights as matter of right,
be presented to parliament by all ranks of people. He must, how-
ever, at the same time remark, that he did not consider those to
be the best friends of the constitution, or of the lower ranks of
the people, who were always goading them to bring forward peti-
tions, and encouraging the agitation and discussion of public af-
fairs ; among those, too, who, of all men, from their education,
their habits of life, and their means of information, were indis-
putably the least capable of exercis.ing sound judgment on such
topics. The right of petitioning then remained as formerly, ex-
cepting in certain cases, to which he had alluded.

With regard to the observations made by the right honourable
gentleman in his interference for procuring a more equal repre-
sentation of the people in parliament, Mr. Pitt said, he would do
him the justice to say that he never had encouraged the wild,
visionary, and mischievous plan of universal suffrage and acnual
parliaments. - He had felt, what every man of sense and obser-
vation must feel, that the.: House of Commons, composed as it
was, was the virtual representation of the people of England:
the sole matter in-doubt was, whether the members had such an
identity of interest with those who had no voice in election of
representatives, as would secure to the latter the consideration,
to which, as Englishmen, they ought to be entitled? In the
meetings held upon that subject formerly, though some of them
had not been regularly convened by the sheriffs, he well remem-
bered that their proceeding were looked to with more Jealousy
than the proceedmgs of those meetings which were assembled in
a regular manner. .

So little had been urged in opposition to the provxsxons of
the bill, that it was unnecessary for him to argue much in their
defence. The notice to be given of meetings held avowedly
for the discussion of public measures, had been so modified as
to retain little of that formidable appearance which gentlemen
at first represented it to bear; indeed, the honourable gentle-
man himself had confessed, it was that part of the bill to which
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he saw the least objection. So necessary did public advertise
ments, in order to convene large bodies of men on political
questions, strike him to be, that the clause would seem a super-
fluous precaution, if it were not for the peculiar construction of
the corresponding societies, which, by their divisions and sub-
divisions, had not only the means of secret communication, but
also of prompt execution of their designs, however a]arming,
however dangerous.

It had been much insisted on,"that a main objection to the bxll
was, that these meetings were hereafter to be held under the
inspection of magistrates. The force of this objection would
surely be done away, when it was considered that this prov1swn :
only set all other meetings on the same footing with those
which had always been authorised intheir corporate capacities ;
for in regular meetings the sheriff was necessarily and of course
always present. The next point complained of had been the
mode of dispersing meetings. Was it possible for the House
not te have felt the danger of some late meetings, and did they
not feel the necessity of checking them ? If they did not, he
would only say, that this was not the time to trifle: if they did
not seize the opportunity of applying a preventive, they might
soon lose the power of exercising their own functions in that
House. For this reason it was highly necessary to grant new
discretionary power to magistrates—a_degree of additional
power, guarded by the degree of additional responsibility at-
tached to them. He owned he felt some astonishment at one
argument coming from a quarter from which he least ex-
pected it, a declaration that struck at'the very foundation of
the administration of public justice in this country. A
learned gentleman * of the first professional talents, reputation,
and practice, had urged as an argument against the bill, and
putit in a general and unqualified manner, that the magistracy
of ‘the country were necessarily corrupt; an invective against a
body ‘of persons, to whose exertions, in their situation, the

N :
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eountry owed the most signal sexvices. With equal surprise he
had heard the same learned and honourable gentleman who,
while he arraigned the discretion granted to the magistrates:
under this bill, acknowledged at the same time, that they were.
already authorised to exercise the same powers under the
existing laws, namely, the Riot Act, and a statute of Henry
IV, which had been alluded to by the Judge (the late Lord
Mansfield) on the trial of Lord George Gordon. Without in-
sisting for the present, on the illiberality of the suggestion, its
inconsistency was glaring, and it might be proper to consider,
in another point of view, how a meeting convened by a sheriff
could be esteemed.a meeting held only by permission of His
Majesty’s ministers. That sheriffs were appointed by His
Majesty, from lists made out by the judges of assize, of the
persons most capable of serving that office, was certainly true.
Although the office of sheriff was an office of dignity and henour,
were he to ask, whether His Majesty, in conferring it, bestowed
a favour which called for any great gratitude on the part of the
receiver, he believed that in most instances he should be an-
swered in the negative. Added to this, when the appointment
was once conferred, the King had no power to remove the per-
son appeinted sheriff; and upon the whole, there was scareely:
any office which was attended with a greater degree of inde-
pendence. Other magistrates who exercised offices, for which,
as all our law-writers declared, the nation was indebted to them,
and who, in the service of theit country, every day exposed
themselves to instlts and dangers,—he could not but Jament that
any professional gentleman should be found to speak of them-
with such undeserved indignity. It well merited the clese
examination of gentlemen, to what extent, and to what ex-
tent only, the powers of magistrates under the present bill
went to prevent meetings, if their designs seemed calculated to
obtain redress through any other medium than the legislature,
and to disperse them, if the magistrates were of opinion, that
the proceedings held, or the speeches delivered at any meeting
had an illegal tendency. Ia fine, the sole object of the bill was,
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.that the people should look to parliament, and to parliamnent
alone; for the redress of such grievances as they might have to
complain of, with a confident reliance of relief being afforded
them, if their complaints should be well founded and practlcally
remediable. That it should be understood that the condition
of no man ‘was so abject, but he could find a legal means of
bringing his grievances before his representatives in parliament,
and subject them to their consideration; but that he would
not leave a door open, through which a torrent might rush in,
andoverwhelm the constitution. It behoved them to take care
that menaces were not conveyed to parliament under the pretext
of petitions, and that they were not made the vehicles of indirect
libels, fabricated at meetings convened under the pretence of
very different objects, by men whose real purpose it was to
undermine and subvert the constitution. .

M. Pitt concluded by saying, that, upon the whole, e Just
comparison ought to be made between the evils that might fol.
low from this bill, and the dangers that might arise, were the
House to reject it. The balance being struck on this alterna-
tive, the next question was, whether it was not necessary that
the people should know it was to parliament alone that they
must look for any alteration of the law, and that, when their
grievances were known and stated, they would not look to parlia-
ment in vain for redress. The House and the public were
equally interested in this bill, and so was every class of the
people, as fair and constitutional petitioners ; it therefore only
remained for gentlemen to decide whether they did their duty
best for the interests of their constituents or not, by entertain-
ing or rejecting a bill founded on such principles.

. The question was carried,
For the second reading of the bill.....cciseeee. 215
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November 23. 1795.

Mpr: Prrr having thoved, that the order of the day, for going intg a
committee on the bill for the better security of His Majesty’s person and
government against treasonable and seditious practices, should be post-
poned till Wednesday, G

Mr. Fox took this occasion to express in very forcible language his
reprobation of the bills then passing through parliament, [the bill for
more effectually preventing seditions meetings was at this time in its
progress through the House] asserting that he conceived them to be a
repeal of the bill of rights, and as tending to the subversion of the con-
stitution. - © If)”” said he, “ I am asked how they are to be resisted, in
‘the present instance, I will say by peaceable means, by petition, by re-
monstrance ; but if they have once passed into Jaw, and I am then asked
how they are to be resisted, I will then answer, that it is no longer a
question of morality and duty, but of prudence. I affirm, that no at-
tack which the unfortunate family of Stuart made upon the libgrties of,
the country was more alarming and atrocious than that which is in-
tended' by the, present bills, Iknow that by this declaration of senti-
ment, Ishall subject myself to misconstructions, but I am prepared te
brave them in the discharge of my duty. I again repeat, that if the
people of England submit to these bills, I may still retain my partiality
for my countrymen : I shall wish them all happiness, consistent with
such an abject state of mind —but I can no longer be a profitable ser- -
vant to the public.” Mr. Fox concluded by moving, that the committee
on the bills should be postponed till that day se’nnight.

Mr. PirT ¢ — I do not rise, Sir, to argue the tendency of these
bills. I do not rise to speak to the question of delay; that has "
already been fully discussed. Nor do I rise to follow the right
honourable gentleman * through the whole of his speech. But
there are some passages in it which consistently with my duty as
a member of parliament, with my feelings as a man, with my
attachment to my sovereign, and my veneration for the consti-
tution, I cannot hear, without instantly expressing my horror
and indignation at them. The right honourable gentleman
has made a bold, broad, and unqualified declaration, that if his

* Mr. Fox.
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arguments and his measures do not prevent the passing of the
bills, which a great majority of this House conceive to be neces-
sary for the security of the person of the sovereign, and the
preservation of the rights of the people, he will then have
recourse to different means of opposition. He has avowed his
intention of setting up his own arguments in opposmon to the
authority of the legislature. He has said, that if he'is asked his
advice, he will put the propriety of resistance only on the ques-
tion of prudence ;— without adverting whether the consequences
of this advice may be followed by the penalties of treason, and
the danger of convulsion, thus openly advising an appeal to
the sword, which must either consign its authors to the ven-
geance of the violated law, or involve the country in anarchy
and bloodshed. The right honourable gentleman has taken
care not to be misstated : happily for the country, this decla.
ration of his principles is too clear to admit of a doubt. With all
the horror that I feel at such language, I am glad however the
right honourable gentleman has been so unreserved and explicit.
The House and the country will judge of that gentleman’s con-
duct from his own language; they will see the extent of his
veneration for the constitution, and of his respect for parliament,
when, in violation of his duty, in defiance of legal punishment,
he can bring himself to utter such sentiments. I am glad the
right honourable gentleman has made that avowal, because I
hope that it will warn all the true friends of the constitution to
rally round'it for its defence. . /

I will not enter into a discussion of the abstract right of
resistance, or what degree of oppression, on the part of the
government, would set the people free from their allegiance.
1 will only call to the recollection of those who hear me, that the
principle of these bills, upon which the right honourable gen-
tleman has ventured such language, has met with the approbation
of a large majority of the House, and I trust that majority have
not forgot what is due to themselves and their country. I hope
they will show the right honourable gentleman, that they have
not lost the spirit of their ancestors, which has been so fre-

13 ’
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quently referred to; and that if they are driven by treason to
the hard necessity of defending the constitution by force, that
they will act with that irresistible energy which such a crime
must necessarily excite in a loyal assembly. The power of the
law of England, I trust, will be sufficient to defeat the machi-
nations of all who risk such dangerous doctrines, and to punish
treason wherever it may be found, Let me tell the right honour-.
able gentleman, therefore, that if our sense of public duty in-
duces us to bave recourse to those measures, we will not suffer
ourselves to be intimidated by his menaces. If we feel it in-
cumbent upon us to enact laws suited to the emergency of the
times, we shall nat be wanting to ourselves in the energy which
may be required to enforce those laws; and whatever attempts
may be made to resist their operation, we trust, that the power

_of the laws themselves will be found amply sufficient to defeat
such attempts.

Mr. Fox rose to explain: —“1 rise to restate my expressions, but
not to retract one word of what I have said. Let the words be taken
down at the table. — They express the sentiments of an honest English-
main; they are those sentiments for which our forefathers shed their
blood, and upen which the revolution was founded : but let me not be
mistaken. The case I put was, that these bills might be passed by a éor-
rupt majority of parliament, contrary to the opinion.and sentiments of
the great body of the nation. If the majority of the people approve of
these bills, I will ot be the person to inflame their minds, and stir them
up to rebéllion ; but if, in the general opinion of the éountry, it is con-
ceived, that these bills attack the fundamental principles of our consti-
tution, I then maintain, that the propriety of resistance, instead of
remaining any longer a question of morality, will become merely a ques-
tion of prudence. I may be told that these are strong words; but strong
méasires require strong words. I will not submit to arbitrary power,
while there remains uny alternativé to vindicate my freedor,”

Thé House negatived Mr. Fox’s amendment without a division.
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December 10. 1795.

THE order of the ,dziy being moved, for the third reading of the bill
for the better security of His Majesty’s person and government against
treasonable and sediticus practices,

Mr, Prrr rose as soon as Mr. Fox had spoken: ‘

After the many important discussions, which for some days
past have successively engaged your attention, it would ill
become me to occupy much of your time at this advanced
period of the debate; but having had so large a share in bring
ing forward these bills, it is necessary that I should shortly
advert to the arguments advanced against them by gentlemen
on the other side. “ And first, I will take notice of the general
objections, before I enter into the detail of the measures.

_ There is one circumstance, in which I agree with the right
honourable gentleman who has just sat down, that these bills
form an important crisis in the history of this country. The
‘crisis is not less important than whether the King, Lords, and
Commons, invested with the constitutional power of the country,

and acting for the protection of the whole, shall unite to repel
 the attacks of those, who have proclaimed themselves the enemies
of the constitution, and who now, under the pretence of exer-
 cising its privileges, are busied in carrying on the hostile designs
which formerly they openly avowed, and which they have never
since abandoned. There are two reasons from which I am apt
to think that this crisis is determined. On this day a boldness
of language and vehemence of assertion have been employed in
arraigning the bills, which go beyond the bounds of parliamen-
tary usage, and almost beyond the expressions of the English
language. One gentleman*, in a speech apparently studied,
with a great deal of prepared and elaborate attack, has called
these, infernal bills, and has used terms which, if meant to cha-

* Mr. Jekyll,
34
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racterise those bills, were too hyperbolical for the effusions of
practical exaggeration. Another honourable gentleman*, who
has always been the champion exclusively of the democratic part
of the British constitution, has said, that if he was by rank en-
titled to demand an audience, he would beseech the King to
exert that power vested in him by the constitution, of putting
his negative on these bills. What! does the honourable gentle-
man think it would be decorous in a grave hereditary counsellor
of the crown, to go to His Majesty with his advice to reject these
bills, which are to be offeréd to him by the other two branches
of the legislature, as a testimony of their concern for the safety
of his royal person, and which comprehend a salutary enactment
in support of their own constitutional rights ? That honourable
gentleman has gone so far as to say, that such a counseilor would
receive immortal honour by sach advice. . The right honourable
gentleman who spoke last}, would advise His Majesty not to put
his negative on the bills, but immediately to-dissolve his parlia-
ment, which he said was his constitutional right. It certainly
is part of the power and prerogative of the crown, to dissolve
the parliament: but there has been a time when that right
honourable gentleman was not quite so well convinced that such
dissolution was an unquestionable exercise of a just prerogative ;
on the contrary, when the loud voice of the people was heard
from all quarters, about twelve years ago, against a particular
public measure, that honourable gentleman not only questioned
the constitutional right to dissolve in such circumstances, ‘but
branded the dissolution which took place, as perfectly uncensti-
tutional. If His Majesty should have advisers that would give
:such counsel, I shall only say, that they will not be those who
are in the habit of giving His Majesty advice, and are responsible
for the advxce they give. Y
A strang proof tome that the crisis to which I have referred
1s determmgd is the different language which I now find to.be
held by the right hencurable gentleman. 1+ He has no longer

# Mr. Sheridan. ' t Mr. Fox.
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any hopes to prevent the bills from being enacted, but he trusts
to the people in order to have them speedily repealed. I am
glad to find that the right honourable gentleman is become so
far a convert to the system of moderation, that he looks to see
how many he ean bring to concur with him in endeavouring
to procure the repeal of the bills, if they should pass into laws,
and not with how many he may think it prudent to resist
their operation. I am glad to find that this doctrine of
resistance, on which so much stress was laid in an earlier stage
of the business, is not at this time uppermost in the mind of
the right honourable gentleman. I trust that the avowal and
justification of this doctrine will not sink deeper in the minds
of any part of the community, and produce that impression
which such a principle is calculated to make on violent and un-
enlightened minds. ~ Should their ignorance be misled and their
passions inflamed, dreadful indeed may be the consequences
on their future conduct. I trust that the danger incurred to
the public peace, will operate as a warning to prevent gentlemen
from rashly and hastily broaching doctrines in the heat of debate,
which may produce the most pernicious effects on the minds of
others, long after their better judgment and more mature deli-
beration have eradicated them from their own.

Having noticed these general topics, I proceed now more
particularly to consider the nature of the present bill. The sub-
ject resolves itself into two points. I shall first advert to that
part of the bill, which affects the existing law of treason; and
secondly, to the particular species of misdemeanour to which the
bill is calculated to apply. = First, the bill makes a conspiracy
to do any thing that may tend to the King’s death, to maim
or to do him any species of bodily injury, to restrain and im.
prison his person, or to seek to make him alter, by force, the
measures “of his government, a substantive treason. These by
the statute of the; 25th of Edward III. are only made overt
acts, of compassing and imagining the King’s death. By the
present bill they are made direct and substantive treasons:
By the other part of the bill it is made treason'to levy war,
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to overawe the legislature. . The right honourable gentleman
has asked, might not the people attempt toinfluence the decision
of the legislature by the force of opinion, by the violence
of prayer? He forgets that the bill does not preclude the
people from any peaceable and legal mode of bringing forward
their opinion; in order to influence the sentiments of the
legislature ; that it does not interfere with their right, or pre-
vent them from carrying to their representatives, in décent
and orderly language, their sense of public measures. The
treason ‘described by the bill attaches only to these who levy
war in order to overawe the legislature.  Will the honourable
gentleman contend, -that levying war has any connection with
that mode of expressing opinion, which is intended to influence
the proceedings of a legislative body? The right honourable -
gentleman objects to the preamble, which, by the bye, he seems
not to have read. —[ Mr. Fox expressed some indignation at
this charge.] I do not mean, that the right honourable gen-
tleman ought to have read the preamble as part of his speech ;
but undoubtedly. he- seems not to have attended to the latter
. part of that preamble. He said, that he liked no preamble,
which did not state truth. He affirmed; that the preamble
made the attack on His Majesty the foundation of the bill, and
contended, that though the bill purported to be for the security
of His Majesty’s person; and the preservation of his govern-
ment, it did not; in fact, tend to give to either any additional
security. If the right honourable gentléman had gone farther,
and read the latter part of the preamble, he would have found,
that it was not so narrowed and confined as he has described ;
that it stated not only the attack on His Majesty, as the ground
of the bill; but also the seditious speeches and publications of
evil-disposed persons.

In opposition to the right honourable ‘gentleman, I-maintain,
that the provisions of the bill are calculated to give greater secu-
rity to HisMajesty’s person and government, and that the grounds
stated in the preamble, are' commensurate to all the objects
which the bill has in view. In all times, when the person of



1795.)  PARLIAMENTARY SPEECHES. 123

the sovereign has been supposed to be endangered, alaw of
this nature has been passed. We are not now, for the first
time, bringing forward a speculative act, of the probable con-
sequences of which we cannot pretend to judge, but we are
copying the wisdom of our ancestors—we are adopting the
- salutary precautions of former times. Acts, of which this is a
transcript, were passed in the reigns of Queen Elizabeth, and of
Charles the Second. Elizabeth has been reproached as an arbi-
trary princess. It is certain that her life was threatened from
many quarters. Buf how far is the charge that this act is a
weak and inefficient measure, consistent with the description
which has been given of her character? If she was an arbitrary
princess, it surely is not likely, that where her own preserva-
tion was concerned, she should adopt measures inadequate to
the purpose. The parliament of Charles the Second has been
accused with making many sacrifices to the throne. Itis not,
therefore, probable, that in the excess of their loyalty, and the
superabundance of their zeal, they should have neglected to
put a sufficient guard around the King’s person. Thus does
the reasoning of those gentlemen, so far at least as concerns
the- efficacy of the measure, retort upen themselves. Such
laws having passed in different periods of our history, and hav-
ing in no instance been found insufficient, we have a strong
and well-grounded presumption that they are well calculated
to afford security to the person of the sovereign. They apply
directly the penalties of treason to that species of offence against
the person of the sovereign, to which, before, they could only
have circuitously been brought to attach. They constitute
substantive treasons, acts which before could only have been
brought to prove the criminal intention. But an instance yet
fresh in our memories, and which made too deep an impres-
sion on the House to be easily forgotten, will best illustrate
the proposition. Supposing the person who threw the stone at
.His Majesty, on his' way to parliament, to have heen discovered
.and brought to trial, he would not have wanted an able and
eloquent advocate to have pleaded, ¢ that by throwing the stone
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he had no intention of seriously injuring the person of the sove-
reign; that he was actuated by no deliberate, malicious pur-
pose; that he was carried away by the impulse of the moment ;
that he meant, by throwing ‘the stone, only to mark more
strongly that sentiment of .indignity to His Majesty, which
excited the clamours of disapprobation among the surrounding
multitude, and to express his own feelings of resentment from
the continuance of the war.” It is possible (I do not say that
it would be justified by the sound construction of the law) even
that such a defence, dressed up with ingenuity, and enforced
with the eloquence with which it would not fail to be supported,
might induce an honest jury to pronounce a verdict of acquittal.
The intention of this bill is to cut off the possibility of such
a defence being made in extenuation of such an act, to remove
from the offender all hopes of escape by subterfuge and eva-
sion, and by making the remedy more simple, to diminish the
danger. 3

But it was said, why not make a new declaratory law? It
was necessary that the present should be an enacting and not a
declaratory law, because it only made that which was already
tregson by the statute of the 25th of Edward IIL treason under
another branch, and to be laid in a different manner in the
indictment. As to the present bill making new treasons, which
were not before known to the law of England, in contradiction
to so injurious an assertion let me refer to the most grave
and respectable authorities, to the writings of Lord Hale and
Sir Matthew Foster. These learned and venerable Judges have-
given a history of the different statutes of treason, accompanied
with their own comments. The object of the present bill is
clearly to define the true meaning of the old law, which is now
only to be drawn out of a long series of judicial expositions.
Tt is in order to guard against all ambiguous and doubtful in-
terpretation, at a time when it may be necessary to provide
.against a positive and immediate danger. Must not such be
felt to be the case, when a daring attack has so recently been
made on the person of His Majesty, and when the instance of
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the precise danger against which the bill is directed, has hap-
pened under our own eyes, and at the door of parliament?
The bill also makes an attempt to overawe the legislature; high
treason. Is it necessary by any long deduction of argument to
prove the necessity of such a precaution at a moment, when there
exist societies hostile to the authority and existence of  parlia-
ment? Thoese societies, meeting under the specious pretext of
parliamentary reform, and the right of petitioning, have em-
ployed a language which sufficiently shows hew far these were
their real objects. They declared that the five hundred and
fifty-eight gentlemen of St. Stephen’s chapel may go about their
business. They took every opportunity to vilify the character of
the legislative body, to express their contempts of its authority,
and to show how much they were disposed to usurp its functions,
and, if possible, to annihilate its existence.

The right honourable gentleman has dealt much in general
topics of declamation. He said that he had never found that
the lives of princes had been safe in proportion to the sangui-
nary laws and the severe punishments which had been instituted
for their protection. I must remark that the present is no
new sanguinary law, that it creates no extraordinary severity
of punishment. If the right honourable gentleman thinks that
the: person of the sovereign is not rendered safer by the pu-
nishments which .the law, has devised for his protection, this
argument goes torepeal all the existing laws of treason. =But
he chooses to appeal to the testimony of experience, and to
the example of former periods of the history of this country.
He asks, w}iether, notwithstanding the excessive loyalty of the
parliament, and the extreme vigour. of the laws, there were not
some real plots inthe reign of Charles the Second,besides thesham
plots that were brought forward to serve a particular purpose ?
That in the course of that reign the parliament made many
shameful concessions I am ready to admit; but I can by no
means allow that it was a blind indiscriminating spirit of devo-
tion to the monarch which gave rise to the act, of which this
bill is the counterpart. Neither can I allow that these persons
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who were concerned in effecting the restoration, left principles
altogether out of their view, though, perhaps, they neglected to
employ some precautions which it would have been wise and pro-
per to have adopted. In order to prove that some regard was had
to principles in the act of the restoration, it is only necessary to
refer to the history of the times, and to the persons concerned
in that event. Hyde ‘Earl of Clarendon, and those who were
connected with him, were not men entx“ely indifferent about
the English constitution, or likely to be patties in a transac-
tion, where its principles were entirely left out of contempla-
tion. But with respect to this particular act, we have the sanction
of the venerable name of Serjeant Maynard, who was one of
the persons then employed in framing the bill for the security
of His Majesty’s person. Immediately after the restoration,
this truly constitutional lawyer said, ¢ That except for that
event he had been on the eve not only of surviving lawyers;
but the laws.” — [ Mr. Pitt was reminded that these words were
spoken not after the restoration, but after the revolution] — I ad-
mit my error — these words were' spoken after the revolution ;
and is it likely that the venerable person, who, during the
course of a long and honourable life, had preserved his attach-
ment to the constitution, should have so entirely forgotten its
spirit, or departed from its principles in framing that bill,
so frequently referred to in the discussion?: But I will ask
the right honourable gentleman, does he attribute the plots
in the time of Charles the Second, to the adoption of new
laws, and the unusual severity of punishments: or does he not
rather attribute them to the repeated breaches of law commit-
ted by that monarch, and to the attempts which he made, at
different periods of his reign, to govern without a parliament ?
Among his other allusions to history, the right honourable gen-
tleman refers ¢o the reign of Robespierre. He asks, whether
that tyrant derived any security from the system of terror
which he employed as the engine of his government, and which
he supported by a large military force ? I appeal to the House,
how far this allugion can, with any propriety, apply to the

A
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pi‘esent discussion ? I appeal to the House, how far the question
— whether a lawless, wanton, and barbarous system of proscrip-
tion and carnage, is calenlated to afford security to the tyranny
from which it originates?— can possibly bear a comparison with
the effect of those regulations, which we are now employed in
enacting for the security of His Majesty’s person, who is the
object of the affections of his people, and for the preserva.
tion of that government, which is the best pledge for their
- happiness.

I shall now very shortly advert to the second part of the
bill, which relates to misdemeanours. The first question is,
whether, in any possible case of misdemeanor, transportation
is a punishment which ought to be left to the discretion of the
courts ? Misdemeanours are undoubtedly of very different sorts,
and unless they can be marked out and graduated by some scale
of legislative regulation, it is’ necessary, that in adjusting the
punishment, something should be left to discretion. The mis-
demeanours against which the present bill is directed, are of the
most serious description. They are those offences which are
productive of the worst consequences, which militate against
the welfare of the whole community, which are calculated to
disturb the order, and interrupt the tranquillity of society. If
we look to the ordinary operation of law, and ¢ompare the
species of misdemeanours described in this bill, with other
offences which are at present punishable with transportation, I
appeal to the House whether those offences, either in point of
moral guilt, or of public danger, are to be compared to the
acts against which this bill is calculated to guard. The right
henourable gentleman has descanted on the hardship of the
sentence of transportation, and talked of the compassion due
to individuals, who from having been placed in a better situa-

" tion of life, had been doomed to experience its rigours. That - -
it is a sentence at all times severe in its operation T cannot but
admit ; and that it becomes more peculiarly so when the per-
son who is its object, has been placed in a respectable and
comfortable situation. That such a person should be conpelled
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to abandon the soeiety to which he had been accustomed,
for companions of a very different description; that he should
be doomed to relinquish his native land, and the comforts of
his situation, and condemned to ‘associate with the rudest and
vilest of mankind, is a consideration which must naturally
impress every mind with compassion. But while we feel com-
passion for the individual, we must recollect, that as legisla-
tors, there is a duty which we owe to the public paramount to
every other consideration. We must recollect, that if the
punishment rises in proportion to the situation which the indi-
vidual held in society, and that if our pity is more strongly
excited from the ‘consideration of these advantages he has
forfeited, so also is the enormity of the crime aggravated by the
same consideration ; and he who, being placed in a respectable
and comfortable situation, subjects himself to the penaltxes ,of
law, wanting the temptation to err, wants also the apo]o. for
offence. If the ignorant and unerlightened individual, the
blind and deluded instrument, is doomed to punishment for
the crime which, from the instruction or the example of others,
he has learned to regard as a virtue, with what sentiments must
we look to the master-workman, who perverts /the advantages
of education, abuses the talents of nature, and employs the
very distinctions which he derives from the present order of
society, as means of attack against the existence of society
itself? I have on]y to call upon the House, to consider what is
the description of offence against which the punishment is
. directed. It is not to apply twice to the offence that may
have previousty been committed, but to the second instance of
offence after conviction. An objettion was started, that the
species of crimes comprehended under the present bill, was of
a description of the nature of which it was not within  the
vince of a jury to judge. My honourable friend (the attorney-
general) has stated to the House what is his own practice. He
has always left to the jury to decide, whether the innocent
cause assigned was the real motive of the action: but in stating

this, he stated not only that mode of practice which is conform-
16
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able to the liberality of his own sentiments, but which is sanc-
tioned by the liberal spirit of the laws of England. There is no
legal privilege which may not be made the pretext to cover
the most illegal actions. I must particularly remark, in order
to obviate misrepresentation, that nothing is made a crime by the
-present bill which was not before criminal, and subjected to a
severe punishment by the common law of England.

After what I have already said, I have nothing farther to add,
as I conceive the present bill to be supported on the plainest
and simplest grounds on which any legislative provision was ever
offered to the House. | i

The bill was afterwards read a third time and passed.

"

February 12. 1796.

Mr. Whitbread having moved the second reading of the labourers’
wages bill, and the' motion being seconded by Mr. Honeywood,

Mg. Prrr said, that not observing that gentlemen were pre-
pared to deliver their sentiments on the present bill, he could
not give a silent vote upon a question of so much importance,
and at the same time of so much delicacy. In the interval
which had taken place since the first reading of the bill, he had
paid considerable attention to the subject, and endeavoured to
collect information from the best sources to which-he had ac-
cess. The evil was certainly of such a nature as to render it of
importance to find out a proper remedy ; but the nature of . the
remedy involved discussions of such a delicate and . intricate
nature, that none should be adopted without being maturely
weighed. The present situation of the labouring poor in this
country was certainly not such as could be wished, upon any
principle, either of humanity or policy.. That class had of late
been exposed to hardships which they all concurred in lament-
ing, and were equally actuated by a desire to remove. He

VOL. II, K
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would not argue how far the comparison of the state of the
léb‘oilrer, relieved as it had been by a'display of beneficence
never surpassed at any *period, with the state of this class of the
commumty in former times; was just, though he was convinced
that ‘'the representations were exaggerated. ‘At any rate, the
“comparisons ‘were not accurate,’because they did not embrace
a comprehensive view of the relative situations. 'He gave the
honourable gertleman * ample credit for his good intentions in
bringing the present bill into parliament, though he was afraid
that its provisions were such as it would be impolitic, upon the
whole, to adopt; and though they were adopted, he believed
that they would be found to be inadequate to the purposes which
they proposed.

The authority of a very eminent calculator, Dr. Price, had
been adduced to shew the great advance that had taken place on.
every article of subsistence, compared with the slow increase of
the wages of labour. But the statement of Dr. Price was erro-
neous, as he compared the earnings of the labourer at the period
when the comparison is instituted, with the price of pxovnslons,
and the earnings of the labourer at the present day, with the
price of the same articles, without adverting to the change of
circumstances, and to the difference of provisions.  Corn, which
was then almost the only food of the labourer, was now supplied
by cheaper substitutions, and it was unfair to conclude that'the
wages of labour were so far from keeping pace with the price of
provisions, because they could no longer purchase the same quan-.
tity of an article, for which the labourer had ‘no longer the same
demand. The simple question now to be ¢onsidered was, whe-
ther. the remedy for the evil, which was admitted in‘a certain
extent fo exist, was to be obtained by giving to the justicesthe
powet to regulate the'price of labour, and by endeavouring to
establish by authonty, what would be much better accompﬁshed
By the unassisted operation of principles " «

It was uhnecassary to argue the general expediency of any

.‘ A : .
#* Mr.: Whltbread ! ) :
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legislative intéiference, as the principles had been perfectly .
recognised by the honourable gentleman himself. The most
celebrated writers upon political economy;, and the experience of |
these statés where arts had flourished the most;, bore ample
testimony of their truth. They had only to inquire; therefore,
whether the present case was strong enough for the exceptjon,
and whether the means proposed were suited to'the object
; intended? The honourable gentleman imagined that he had on
his side of the question the support of experience in this coun-
try, and appealed to certain laws upon the statute book, in
conﬁrmatmn of his proposition. He did not find himself called
npon to defend the principle of these statutes; but ‘they were
certainly introduced for purposes widely different from the
object of the present bill. They were enacted to gumd the
industry of the country from being checked by a general com-
bination among labourers; and the bill now under cohsideration,
was introduced solely for the purpose of remedying the inconve-
niences which labourers sustain from the disproportion existing
between the price of labour and the pricé of living.

He had the satisfaction to hear the honourable gentleman
'acknow]edge, that if the price of labour'could bé made to find its
own level, it would be much more desirable than to assess it by
arbitrary statute, which in the exécution was liable to abuse on
the one hand, and inefficacy on the other. “If the remedy suc-
ceeded according to the most sanguine expectations, it only
cstablished what would have been better effected by principles
and‘ if it failed, on the one hand it might produce thé sevérest
oppressxon, and ‘on the other encourage the most profligate idle-
fiess and extravagance. Was is not better for the House then
to consider the operation of general principles, and rely iipon the
effects of their unconfined exercise ? Was it not wiser to reflect
what remedy might be adopted, at once more general in its
principles, and more conmtprehensive in its object, less excep-
tionable in its example, 'and less dangerous in its application ?
They should look to the instances where interference had shack-
led mdustrv, and where the best intentions have often produced

X 2
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the most pernicious effects. It was indeed the most absurd bigo-
try in asserting the general principle, to exclude the exception ;.
but trade, industry, and barter would-always find their own
level, and be impeded by regulations which violated their na-
tural operation, and deranged their proper effect. This being
granted, then, he appealed to the judgment of the' House,
whether it was better to refer the matter entirely to the discretion
of a magistrate, or to endeavour to find out the causes of the
evil, and by removing the causes, to apply a remedy more justi-
fiable in its principle, more easy in the execution, more effectual
in its operations, in fine, more consonant to .every maxim of
sound and rational policy. The evil, in his opinion, originated,
in a great measure, in the abuses which had crept into the
poor-laws of this country, and the complicated mode of execut-
ing them. The poor-laws of this country, however wise in
their original institution, had contributed to fetter the circu-
lation of labour, and to substitute a system of abuses, in room’
of the evils which they humanely meant to redress, and by
engrafting upon -a defective plan, defective remedies produced
nothing but confusion and disorder. The laws of settlements
prevented the workman from going to that market where he
could dispose of his industry to .the greatest advantage, and
the capitalist, from employing the person who was qualified to
procure him the best returns for his advances. These laws had
.at once increased the burdens of the poor,. and taken from the
collective resources of the state, to supply wants which their
. operation had occasioned, and to alleviate a poverty which
they tended to perpetuate. Such were the institutions which
misguided benevolence had introduced, and, with such warnings
to deter, it would be wise to distrust a similar mode of conduct,
and to endeavour to discover remedies of a different nature.
The country had not yet experienced the full benefit of the
laws that had alrcady been passed, to correct the errors which
hg had explained.
From the attention he had bestowed upon the subjeet, and
from the inquiries he had been able to make of others, he was

-]
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disposed to think we had not gone yet far enough, and to enter-
tain an opinion that many advantages might be derived, and
much of the evil now complained of removed, by an extension
of those reformations in the poor-laws which had been begun.
The encouragement of friendly societies would contribute to
alleviate that immense charge with which the public was loaded
in the support of the poor, and provide by savings of industry
for the comfort of distress. Now the parish-officer could not
remove the workman, merely because he apprehended he might
" be burdensome, but it was necessary that he should be actually
chargeable. Buf from the pressure of a temporary distress,
might the industrious mechanic,be transported from the place
where his exertions could be useful to himself and his family, to
a quarter where he would become a burden without the capacity
of being even able to provide for himself. To remedy such a
great striking grievance, the laws of settlement ought to un-
dergo a radical amendment. He conceived, that to promote the
free circulation of labour, to remove the obstacles by which
industry is prohibited from availing itself of its resources, would
-go far to remedy the evils, and diminish the necessity of apply-
ing for relief to the poor’s rates. In the course of a few
years, this freedom, from the vexatious restraint which the laws
imposed, would supersede the object of their institutions. The
advantages would be widely diffused, the wealth of the nation
would be increased, the poor man rendered not only more
comfortable but more virtuous, and the weight of poor’s rates,
with which the landed interest is loaded, greatly diminished.
He should wish, therefore, that an opportunity were given of
‘restoring the original purity of the poor-laws, and of removing
those corruptions by which they had been obscured. He was
convinced, that the evils which they had occasioned did not
arise out of their original constitution, but coincided with the
opinion of Blackstone, that, in proportion as the wise regulations
that were established in thelong and glorious reign of Queen
Elizabeth, have been superseded by subsequent emactments,
K 3
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the utility. of the institution has been impaired, and the bene-
volence of the plan rendered fruitless.

While he thus had expressed those sentiments which the dis-
cussion naturally prompted, it might not, perhaps, be improper,
on such an occasion, to lay before the House the ideas floating
in his ‘'mind, though not digested with sufficient accuracy, nor
arranged with a proper degree of clearness. Neither what the
honourable gentleman proposed, nor what he himself had sug-
gested, were remedies adequate to the evil it was intended to
remove. Supposing, however, the two modes of remedying
the evil were on a par in effect, the preference in principle was
clearly due to that which was least arbitrary in its nature: but

it was not difficult to perceive that the remedy proposed by
the honourable gentleman would either be completely ineffectual,
or such as far to aver-teach its mark.  As there was a difference
in' the numbers. which. compose the families of the labouring
poor, it must necessarily require more to support a small
family. = Now by the regulations proposed, either the man with
a.small family would have too much wagés, or the man with a
large family, who had done most service to his country, would
have too little.  So that were the minimum fixed upon the .
standard of a large family, it might operate as an encouragement
to idleness on one part of the community ; and if it were fixed
on the standard of a small family, those would not enjoy the
benefit of it for whose relief it was intended. What measure
then could be found to supply the defect? . Let us, said he,
amake relief in cases wheré there are a number of children, a
‘matter of right and an honour, instead of a ground for oppro-
‘brium and contempt. This will make a large family a blessing,
and not a curse ; and this will draw a proper line of distinction
between those who are-able to provide for themselves by their
labour, ‘and those who, after havihg enriched their country
with a number-of' children, have a claim upon its assistance for
their ' support.: All this, however, he would confess, was not
enough, if they did not engraft upon it resolutions to discou~
rage relief where it was not wanted. If such means could
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be practised as that of supplymg the necessities of those who
required assistance by giving it in labour or affording employ-
ment, whichis the principle of the act of Queen Elizabeth, the
most important advantages would be gaimed. They would thus
benefit those to whom they afforded relief, not only by the
assistance bestowed,-but by giving habits of industry and fru-
gality, and in furnishing a:temporary bounty, enable them to
maké permanent provision for themselves. By giving effect; to
the operation of friendly societies, individuals would be rescued
from becoming a burden upon. the public, and, if necessary,
be enabled to subsist upon’ a fund which their own industry
contributed to raise.., These great points: of granting relief
according to the number. of children, preventing . removals at
the caprice of the parish-officer, and making them subscribe to
friendly societies, , would tend in a very great degree to remove
every complaint to which the present partial remedy could be
applied. - Experience had. already shewn how much could be
done by the industry of children, and the advantages of early
" employing them in such branches of manufactures as they are
capable to execute. ' The extension of schools of industry was
2lso an object of material importance. If any one would take :
the trouble to compute the amount of all the earnings of the
children who are already educated in this manner, he would be
surprised, when he . .came to consider the weight which their
support by their .own labours :took off the country, and the
addition which, by the fruits of their toil, and the habits to
which .they were formed, was made’ to its internal opulence.
The suggestion of these schools was originally drawn from
Lord Hale and Mr. Locke, and upon such authority he had no
difficulty in:recommending the. plan to: the encouragement
 of the: legislature.. . Much ‘might: be effected by a plan of
this nature susceptible of constant- improvement. Such a
plan would convert the relief grdanted to the poor into ‘an
encouragement to industry, instead of being, as it is by the
present poor-laws, a premium to idleness, and a school for
sloth. There were also, a number of subordinate circums-
K 4 :
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stances, to which it was necessary to attend. The law which
prohibits giving relief where any visible property remains should
be abolished. ' That degrading condition should be withdrawn.
No temporary occasion should force a British subject to part
‘with the Jast shilling of his little capital, and ‘compel him to
descend to a state of wretchedness from which he could never
recover, merely that he might be entitled to a casual supply.

‘Another mode also of materially assisting the industrious
poor was, the advancing of small capitals, which might be
repaid ir.l two or three years, while the person who repaid it
would probably have made an addition to his income. This
might put him who received them in the way of acquiring what
might place him in a situation to make permanent provision
for himself. ‘

These were the general ideas which had occurred to him upon

the subject ; if they should be approved of by any gentléman’

in the House, they might perhaps appear at a future time in a
more accurate shape than he could pretend to give them. He
could not, however, let this opportunity slip without throwing
them out. He was aware that they would require to be very
maturely considered. He was aware also of a fundamental
difficulty, that of insuring the diligent execution of any law
that should be enacted. This could only be done by presenting
to those who should be intrusted with the execution motives
", to emulation, and by a frequent inspection of their conduct as
to diligence and fidelity. Were he to suggest an outline, it
would be this. To provide some new mode of inspection by
parishes, or by hundreds—to report to the magistrates at the
petty sessions, with a liberty of appeal from them to the gene-
ral quarter sessions, where the justice should be empowered to
take cognizance of the conduct of the different commissioners,
and to 'remedy whatever defects shoyld be found to exist.
That an annual report should be made to parliament, and that
parliament should impose upon itself the duty of tracing the
éffect of its system from year to year, till it should be fully
matured. That there should be a standing order of the House

.
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for this purpose, and in a wc;rd,, that there should be an annual
budget opened, containing the details of the whole system of
poor-laws, by which the legislature would shew, that they had a
constant and a watchful eye upon the interests of the poorest and
most neglected part of the community.

Mr. Pitt said he was not vain enough to imagine that these
ideas were the result of his own investigations, but he was happy
to sé.y, that they arose from a careful examination of the sub-
‘ject, and an extensive survey of the opinions of others. He
would only add, that it was a subject of the utmost importance,
and that he would do every thing in his power to bring forward
or promote such measures as would conduce to the interest of
the country. He concluded with apologizing for having taken
up so much of the time of the House: the fact was, the import-
ance of the subject had led him into a further discussion than it
had been his intention to go into, and he was desirous of shewing
‘the honourable gentleman that he had spared no pains to collect
information upon it: and although he gave the honourable gen-
tleman every possible credit for his humane and laudable motives,
yet, seeing the subject in the light in which he did, he was com-
pelled to give his negative to the motion.

Mr. Whitbread afterwards, waving his motion for the second reading
of the bill, moved for leave to bring in a bill to repeal the statute of the
5th of Elizabeth; which was granted 3

Lebruary 15. 1796.

. 'Ox amotion by Mr. Grey, for an address to His Majesty, “ That he

would be graciously pleased to take such steps as to his royal wisdom
should appear most proper, for communicating directly to the Executive
Directory of the French Republic, His Majesty’s readiness to meet any
disposition to negotiation on the part of that government, with an
earnest desire to give it the fullest and speediest effect.”

Mr. Prrr spoke to the following purport 2
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Much as the honourable gentleman * has introduced into his
speech, connected with the origin and conduct: of the war, from
which I must decidedly dissent: much as I differ with him on
many of the topics he has urged, and on many of the principles
he has laid down, as grounds for his motion: and firmly as Tam
persuaded that no measure could be more hostile to the true in-
terests of this country, than the line of conduct which he has
proposed to be adopted ; there is still one view of the subject on

which I believe it impossible there can be any difference of -

opinion. If the state’'of the country, and the sentiments of a
great majority of this House, are such as I have reason to Euppose,
there cannot, indeed, be any wide or essential difference as to
the general result.. But if, after the explanation which I maybe
able to give with respect to the state of this country, and the
position of the enemy, the honourable gentleman shall still
choose to persevere in his motion, there are one or two conse-
quénces, which might otherwise be drawn from any declaration
of mine on the present occasion, against which it may be neces-
sary for me to ghard. I must, therefore, guard against any im-
putations Wlliéh may hereafter be brought forward, either as to
the insincerity of any declaration which I may express in favour
‘of peace, or as to the inefficiency of the measures taken to fa-
cilitate its progress. However I may be disposed to favour that
object, which the motion seems principally to have in view, I
can by no means concede the grounds on which it has been fol-
Jowed up ; — I mean that from a view of our situation, and of the
events of the war, we should discover such shameful humiliation,
such hopeless despondency, as to abandon every thing for which
we have formerly contended, and be diéposed to prostrate our-
selves at the feet of the enemy. If the necessity of our condition,

if the sense of having been"baffled, should operate so strongly
as ‘to induce us to make overtures of peace upon any terms ; if
every consideration of policy, and every feeling of apcent and
honourable pride, must be sacrificed to the extreme pressure of

* Mr. Grey.
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our affairs, we must then, indeed, be bound to 1ece1ve the law

of the conqueror.  This situation of affairs the honourable gen-

tleman has not indeed developed, but has pretty plainly insinu-
ated it as a ground for his motion. I trust, however, that the
state of this country is far different, and that no temporary re-
verse in the fortune of war, po internal pressure in our domestic
situation, has yet produced this mortifying humiliation, this
dreadful alternative.
" But the honourable gentleman, as an impeachment of the sin-
cerity of ministers with respect to peace, has alluded to an argu-
ment which was formerly supported from this side of the House
— that we. could not make peace without humbling ourselves te
the enemy, and without discovering that we were baffled in our
attempts and exhausted in ourresources. From this he no doubt
meant to insiniiate that ministers were at no time sincere in their
wishes for peace, and were disposed to throw every obstacle in
its-way. He does not think proper to mention, that this argu-
ment was made use of at a time when the opponents of the war,
availing themselves of a series of misfortunes and disappoint-
ments which had befallen the confederacy, took the opportunity
to press their motion for an immediate peace. We then con-
tended, that the evil was not so great as to exclude hope, or to
damp enterprize, that no circumstances had taken place under
which a firm and manly resistance became impracticable, and
that we might. still look with confidence to the effect of a vigor-
gus and persevering prosecution of the war. ' In proportion as
this truth has become manifest to the enemy themselves, do we
feel. ourselves inclined to adopt a more conciliating tone. In
proportion as the situation of things is inverted, the ObJeCtIOD,
which we formerly made, is superseded That situation which
the honourable gentleman chose only to suppose as theoretical,
L.contend to be practical; that our successes have been such as
to-obviate any obstacle to negotiation on the score of national
honour; ‘and so far I undoubtedly am of opuuon, that the dlﬁi-
culty is infinitly 'diminished.

In stating, however, genérally, my own sentiments, and those
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of His Majesty’s ministers, I must protest against the practice of
being called upon from day to day, from week to week, from
time to time, to declare what are precisely our views on the pos-
ture of affairs, or what are the steps which we may think it ne-
cessary in consequence to adopt. The progress of the measures,
which such a situation of affairs as the present may render ne-
cessary, can only be left safely to the conduct of the executive
government. If the House are of opinion that the business can-
not be safely left in the hands of ministers, the proper step would
be to address His Majesty to remove them from their situation
and not to endeavour to interrupt the affairs of government by
calling on the House of Commons to interfere with the functions
of executive authority.  The honourable gentleman himself
seemed to be aware of this, as he admitted the principle to be
correct; . he said he did not contend against the constitutional
degree of confidence which an executive government ought to
have from the legislative power, while its conduct was unex-
ceptionable.

The honourable gentleman says that he. does not confide in
ministers: on that ground he has been led to give an uniform
opposition to their measures during the war :: and on the same
ground he now expresses his distrust of the sincerity of their
wishes respecting peace. Unquestionably the honourable gen-
tleman, who places no confidence in ministers, is entitled to op-
pose ‘their measures and to question their sincerity ; but he is
bound to conform to established rules, and not to effect any
change in a constitutional question. I mean, whenever this
House, adopting a motion like the present, instead of addressing
_His Majesty to remove his ministers, apply in order to take the
"business into their own hands, they depnve the country of every
chance for a successful negotiation. On a question so critical, I
am afraid lest I should overstep the line of my duty, by entering
too much into detail. It is a subject on which it is impossible to
descant so minutely as the honourable gentleman seems to expect,
without breaking in upon that principle which has guided every
discreet minister in treating subjects of this nature. If I felt

.
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that generally, as applicable to subjects of this kind, how much.
more must I feel it on this particular occasion, considering, as
I must, the peculiar situation of the country at this moment ?
Let gentlemen look at the situation of affairs on the Continent;
let them look at the situation of our enemy ; what has been their
plan and practice ? what has been the case in this respect since
the honourable gentleman reminded the House of the matter?
What, I would ask, has been the effect of the separation of the
general confederacy against France, and the weakening of the
power of that confederacy ? — power, that long ere this, might
have achieved much advantage, had they kept in union. - Re-
collect what has happened upon the appearance of that separa-
tion, and then conjecture what might have been the effect, had
the confederacy remained entire. The destruetion of the enemy,.
perhaps, or at least the diminution of its strength to such an
extent as to have brought forward an honourable repose and
lasting tranquillity to Europe. Let me ask the House, whether
or not every man did not believe it was the policy and the aim of
France to use all endeavours to separate the confederacy against
her? Let me ask, whether she did not seem.to triumph even
in the hope of being able to effect it ? Let me ask, whether any
thing remained of the hope of France but this separation, to
enable her to dictate to Europe? Let me ask, whether any thing
could, therefore, be so desirable to France as the detaching of
that confederacy, which, for the honour and safety of Europe,
was formed against her? And then, let me ask, whether there
ever was, or could be, a cause in which it would be more the
duty of every good man to prevent any jealousy, or the rising
of any suspicion, or the creating of any disunion, among those
who, if they remain entire, may yet give honourable and lasting
peace to Europe? If the Directory have yet any hope of dic-
tating terms to Europe, it is, no doubt, on the same policy which
they have hitherto found so beneficial, that they ground their
expectations of future success. If there is any thing by which
they can expect to attain this situation of proud eminence, this
object of their favourite ambition, it is by being able to instil
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jealousy, to sow the seeds of division, and engender sources of
animosity among those of the confederacy, who yet remain
united to oppose their power. On preserving entire the remains
of that confederacy, depends the only hope of .impressing on
them a conviction of the necessity of yielding to reasonable
-terms, and of bringing the war to a desirable conclusion. - And
perhaps, in this point of view, an attention to the preservation
of that confederacy becomes a duty, not only for ministers, but
for all those. persons who are anxious for the' public welfare,
and interested in the national character; for all those who are
desirous of an honourable peace, and adverse to’any peace
purchased with dishonour; and, if such be the case, it is important
for them to consxder whether the measures which they may wish
to persuade government to adopt, be such as may oblige the
country to give up the chance of a successful peace altogether,
or to take it on terms inconsistent with the honour of the na-
tion. If we receive propositions of peace on the -terms of the
honourable gentleman, the considerations ¢ speedy and honour-
able” then become separated.'= We must, in that case, choose
«the alternative ; if we adopt the motion, a peace, * speedy and
honourable” we cannot have. But an honourable peace we may
have, if we persevere in the same firm and vigorous line of con-
duct which we have hitherto pursued. This I know, not from
any immediate .communication with the enemy, not from any
communication of their disposition for peace, but from the state-
ment which they have themselves furnished of their defective
and almost: exhausted means for carrying on the war. On this
ground I oppose' the motion. If I were not sin'cereiy and
anxnously desirous of peace, I should be forfeiting my duty to
the country, and violating the trust which I hold from my pub-
lic situation ; but I can never consent to the proposition of peace,
unless the terms should be consistent with our present honour,
suitable to our present condition, and compatible with our future
security.

Having said this with the general view I have of the subJect
of peace, if the question be thought a nccessary one, I will say
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‘
a few words as to the message from His Majesty to parliament
about two' months ago, because it was said, that no step had
been taken since for a negotiation ; I hope the House will recol-
lect what I said upon that occasion. Isaid then, that the House
should not compel, by its vote, the executive government to
enter into a negotiation, bound down and ‘fettered with any
acknowledgment of our own' weakness : precisely the same thing
do I desire of the House upon the present occasion.  Those who
“differ from me in general, and who have thought the war alto:
‘gét'her unnecessary, I did not then, nor do I now, expect to
convince ; bat the House at large thought as T do. To the House
at large, therefore, I will now say, that the: question; as the
honourable ‘gentleman has himself stated it, is a very narrow
one — ¢« Whether, because after having received the message
from His Majesty no communicatiofi has taken place of any sub-
sequent measures, the House, by adopting’ a motion of this
sort, ought to compel the executive government, bound hand
and foot, 'to commence a negotiation?” - If -the honourable
ge’nt]eman' entertains such distrust of the sincerity of ministers,
as to suppose them disposed to take no measures to carry into
effect their own declarations, T shall ceitainly not argue with liim
on that’ pomt. But in order to be consistent, the argument of
the honourable gentleman must infer, éither that overtures have
‘been made on the part of the enemy, or that some favourable
opportuni’t’y has occurred to this country'for the purpose of
commencing negotiation, which have been rejected subsequent
to the period of the message. '~ : ;

' If a'negotiation ‘shotld be entered into, it is evident, that in
order to give it its full effect, we should be careful not only to
keep up the strict letter of our engagemerits with our allies, but
to maintain with them full concert and harmony. [ therefore;
take upon me to assert, that since His Majesty’s méssage has
béen" delivered to this House, ministers havg taken every mea-
sure consistent with the general interests 'of 'the country, and
with'thie attention and regard due’to ‘her-aliés; to enable His
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Majesty to take any opportunity, either to meet overtures for
negotiation, or to make such overtures as might be found most’
expedient. That no etiquette with respect to who should make
the first overture — no difficulty in finding a mode of making it,
appeared to government to be an obstacle to negotiation, if in
other respects there appeared to be a probability of leading to
just and honourable terms ; the great point being what prospect
there was of obtaining such terms. Measures have been taken
to ascertain these points, and are now in train; and if the enemy
ave sincere, they must speedily lead to a negotiation. Whe-
ther that negotiation will lead to peace I cannot say, because
that depends upon .whether the exhausted state of the enemy
will incline them to set on foot that negotiation with a view to
peace, very different as to the terms of it from any which their
public declarations have for a long time past seemed te indi-
cate: if this is not the case, I must say a speedy peace is im-
possible. I'wish ardently for peace —but not for any but an
honourable peace. The country has a right to expect it from
its own strength and resources, and from a knowledge of the
relative situation of France. :

1 admit that the honourable gentleman in his speech separated
negotiation from the terms. But in other passages he talked of
negotiation as leading to an immediate peace. I do not hold
out a prospect of immediate pecace, nor do I state any period -
that I can ascertain for it; I only say it will not be the fault of
His Majesty’s servants if the period is remote. The enemy miust
be however ready to make it on terms which we have a right to
think just and honourable ; it rests not on us only, but also on
the enemy, whether this may lead to any negotiation at all, er
whether negotiation will lead to peace. It all depends on this,
whether the disposition of the enemy shall be more moderate
than any we have lately seen of their professions. Sorry I am to
see such a seeming disposition on the part of the enemy, as
may render them, in case of success, desirous of preventing
any effect to pacific dispositions, which they may now profess,
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or even of retracting them.. Whether.this.may lead to a mode-

ration in practice which I have not seen yet, I know no more.
of, as I have said already, -than what any other gentleman has

an opportunity of knowing. -What has been made public I hope
is not authentic; however; by what has been circulated in this

country, and through the continent with industry, and what they

are said to hold out as the boon of peace to the English nation,

it does not appear as if they were very'desirous of meeting us
on honourable terms; for I have heard that they are ready te
give peace, because the government of England asks it. Thus
then we are to have peace if we shall sue for it: that is, if we

shall abandon that for which our ancestors have fought so bravely.

If we shall abandon our allies ; if we shall abandon the séfety‘ of
all Europe, and sacrifice to France .every thing that is dear to

us, and offer to them homage, and grant them an .unconditional

and uncumpensated restitution of all that has been their’s, and
all that has been in the possession of those whom they have
forced to be their allies— then, in return for this, they will
offer to the people of England their fraternization.

I have thus stated the degree to which we have been ready to
" Ihope I shall not be told some weeks hence I have been

insincere. We have not been ready to grasp.at a treaty such as

you have heard from me. There is but one situation in which a
miinister of this country should convey such terms to the enemies
of it; that is, when the abjectness of the country"and ‘its
willingness to sue for peace is proclaimed by parliament, so as
to deprive us of vigour and energy, and make us unwxllmg to

strive for .the maintenance of ourselves. - If this motion be

adopted, what overtures we shall receive, or what we shall not,

I will not pretend to determine ; but while we shew any confis
dence in our resources, I do not fear that a negotiation of mea-

sures that are in train may prove effectual: at what period, for

reasons1 have already stated, it is impossible for me to imagine..
I am not apprehensive that parliament will not leave this to
take the course which the practice of our ancestorslays down to

us, and which reason dictates. I say, if we and our allics ara

VOL. I1, E :
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not false to each other and ourselves, we shall have an oppor-
tunity of restoring to Europe peace, on safe, just, and honout-
able grounds, and nothing but a premature metion like the
present can deprive us of that blessing; and therefore, as 2
lover of my country, and of justice, I oppose this motion,

The motion passed in the negative; .

AY€Seeeasasisassaes 50
NO€5.oistnsoranaes 189

February 26. 1796.

Mgz, WiLrtaym Suirn having on a former day submitted to the House
4 string of resolutions upon the subject of ‘the late loan, settmg out with
establishing the principle of an open and public competition, and, by a
series of facts and deductions, asserting the conclusion— that the loan,
then under consideration, was a bad .and improvident one for. the
public, and that the minister in conducting the negotiation, and in adjust-
ing the terms, had been guilty of a departure from his own principles,
4nd of a breach of ‘his‘duty :=-the debate on this important question
was resumed this day. :
* Upon the first resolution ‘being moved, ¢ That it appears to this -
House, that the principle of making loans for the public service, by free
and open competltlou, uniformly professed by the chancellor of the
exchequer, has been very generally recognised, as affording the fairest
prospect of public advantage,”

Mr. Sylvester Douglas, in a speech of considerable détail, moved: an
samendment, to-leave out all thewords of the resolution after the werds
« public service,” and to insert other words, which would make the
amended question stand as follows, “ That it appears to this House, that
the principle of making loans for the public service by competition,
which was introduced, and has in general been acted upon, by ‘the
plesent chancellor of the exchequer, has been productive in many
instances of great public: advantage; but that this principte could notbe
appliedin its full extent to the bargain for the late loan, consistently
with the peculiar circumstances of the case, and with that attention to
the eqmtab]e claims of individuals, which ought always to-be shewn in
transactions with them on thebehalf of the public.”
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Mg. Prrr e

On a'subject naturally so interesting to my pcrson'ﬂ feehngs,
as well as so important in & publi¢ view, I ‘am’anxious  to
address the House at a period of the debate, before theu‘ attetl-
tion is more exhausted.. And they will forgwe me when T am
called upon to meet a charge of the most direct and important
nature, in which my personal charactér, as well as my “official
situation, as a trustee for the public, are matenally implicated;
and which has been so diligently and ably pursted, (though I
might be content to rest my defence on the impression of the
arguments and facts which 'have been brought forward by my -
honourable friends, ) if, even at the hazard of some tepetition, I
should advert to the points which press most closely Pt my
own immediate feelings. Indeed I should ‘not do justice to
myself, far less should I do JUSUCC to the public, if Tdid not
state them in as plain and intelligible a way as possible; at the
same time, I will ‘endeavour to reply shortly to many things
that have been asserted so much at large in the spéech of the
Tonourable gentleman, who brought *forward ‘the subject, and
were likewise repeated -at considerable length in the regolutions
and papers before the House.

“The honourable gentleman *, who has lately spoken, said, that

* if my answer to one point was satlsfactory, he would withdraw

his dupport from the charge against me. Though, in the course
of what I have to say, I'shall not be inattentive to his quéstion,
it cannot be expected that I should narrow my defencé to that
point.: It canmot be supposed that from any recent declarations
which have been made by the “honourable gentlemen, excul:
pating me from all charge of personal corruption, that from‘any
equivotal and imperfect disclairers, accompanied, when re-
tracted, by artful suggestions and fresh insinuations, I sould
have forgotten that it was  broadly stated by gentlemen on the
other'side; whe moved for a committee of inquiry, that there
was ground of suspicion that the distributicn of the loar had

# Mr. Frarieis. ;
L2
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been employed for the purpose of corrupt influence. - “They
exempted me,.. mdeed from any charge of having regulated that
(distribytion from any v vxew of, sordid gain to myself; and I then
topk the hbertj to_say, feeling .as I dld on the subject, that I
was—not obliged t to. them for the. -exception, or the sort of can-
udour that dxctated it, If they former]y, asserted that, if the
.enquiry. was _gone into, .and _substantiated, -the result would be,
to e§tab'hsh the actual mterf‘erence of corrupt influence; if such
declaxa.txons were rash and unguarded ;. if_they were dictated by
jhe xntemperate warmth of debate, or-pushed beyond all bounds
of, Jgstxﬁable discretion, and if they are now retracted as unjust
and unfounded, I'certainly have.reason to; rejoice in the pro-
gress v whxch has been made, in consequence of the diligent and
sober 1nvest|gatmn of a :committee - towards.a  decision .s@
n}uch more grateful to.my character and feelings. - Undoubtedly
~ghere..is .no. chatge which can be brought against the transac-
uon of.. the loan, there is. no instance of neglect, there isno
error, of judgment, there is no. want of prudence, which I
should not most seriously and severely regret; but still I should
_c_ogsnggr_ -such charges: as. light, compared with that which
formed the prominent point, and the most weighty one in the
present accusation, ‘viz. that in the transaction of the late loan,
1. had acted on motives of corruption, partiality, and undue
influence, to answer political ‘and interested purposes,: both
within and without doors. I cannot therefore help remarking;
that while the ground on which the enquiry.was’ originally
brought forward, ¢ that the loan had been: employed as:the
means of corrupt and pernicious influence,” is now-professéd
to be abandoned, instead of being, as the House had a right to
expect, either substantiated by proof, or wholly and complete_l);;
done away, it seems to be but half retracted by the honourable
mover, of the resolution, and  to-be supplied: by: ambiguous
hints and fresh insinuations. - After, avowing: that it was his
opmlon, that the vommlttee ought. to have asked for:no hsts,‘
he discovers a strange coincidence between the names in the
list of subscribers, and the names of a certain respectable body
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of merchants -and" bankers,  assembled.- for. a- great: objeet «of
political discussion ; a coincidence.whieh.eould not-be the:effeet
of accident.. If this be true, and the fact-originated. in desigiy
most certainly .that. design must  have arisen. from a corrupt
motive; and. if not for. personal .gain, that -motive must, hav&
resulted from a desire to.obtain the meanﬁ..@ﬁ. corrupt inflaengen~
The honourable gentleman * brings no such, charge a‘ga-inas
me.. His mode of acquittal .is,: howeyer; somewhat- singular ;
he .imputes to me no.motive of contupt influence or’ undue
partiality. He desires me to say nothing of the transaction:
relative to the Hamburgh bills, on.which nevertheless. some  part:
of the resolutions is founded, and.which has.been: asgnbpd to.
the motive of a determination to reward -the services -of -an’
individual by a sacrifice of the public interest. . .The right.
honourable gentleman therefore openly disclaims all accusation,
while he supports the resolutions which contain the very charge
he; so much affects to disclaim, drawn up with. all .the art and.
address of the most cunning special pleader; and. certainly. no
resolutions could be more ably drawn up, if the avowed: purgose
of them had been to censure and undermine any man’s public
and private character. . The I_mno,urablq gentleman’s ab;lxtx in.
the management of this point.has been really: singular. — He.
acquits me of any intention of benefiting myself, or corrupting
parliament by means of the loan ; but then insists that the ] loan
was improperly made, and that it must_have been so made for.v
some undue motive or otber, that s to say, he acquxts ql,e.
of two specific undue motives, and exhorts me not to speak, in
order that I may leave myself undefended against. the suspicion.
of an endless train of indefinite undue motives, .whxch  ingenians:
insinuation and artful malice may think proper to raise agamst
me. Ido not deny that the nature of atraneactan may, be ssich
as to afford ground for the suspicion of an undue motxve,
though the motive itself may not _appear on_the face, of me 2
transaction. If the transactlon howeven be pecunnry, ghgx; y

agvison 1 sidevfioniod oy
* Mr.Francls
-8
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. ave only three motives which can be supposed to operate — per-
sonal emolushent, private partiality, and public influence; and
ify aftér the most accurate investigation, strong evidence be
Brought to prove ‘that none of thesé motives can be traced in
the present transaction, I have some right to take to myself'
credit that no such motives existed, and that the charge’ has
Been fully refuted. -

The honourable ‘gentlemin who moved  the resolutxons,
stated that the comimittee had decided that there was no ground
for suspicion of any corrupt interference ; and thus, so far as
theit judgment went, had pur’ their negatxve on that ground,
on which the enquiry had 'originally been undertaken. ‘The
last speaker* on the other ide has stated, that he disliked the
mibdé in which that committee was constituted. It might
have been’ supposed that a committee, which afforded to every
Mk, who was actwated by jealousy, suspicion, by public zeal,
or; if such a motive Could be supposed to insinuate itself; by
privaté pique, an opportunity to state his sentiments, and to
displayhis vigilance, was of all others the least liable to objec-
tron.” “ It seemed, indeed, probable, in the first instance, that it
would be defirived of the assistance of two honourable gentle-
rheh# whose abilities and diligence none would dispute. These
honourable ‘gentlemen, when it “was declared that the com-
tittee should be an open one, and that alt who attended should
Have voices, 'had, upon dae deliberation no doubt, desired
theéir names to be withdrawn, and'seéemed to" consider them-
delves as disgraced by being ‘put fu & situation in which they
should only exercisé their privilege in ¢ommron with every mem-
Bé¥ of that Hoase. 1 am ‘happy, however, to find that’ these
gemi’emen revised their first decision, that both 'assisted in the
cd’rﬁmltteb, and that éne ‘of themi in partxcular di stmvmshe(f
hitself by his'‘dctive and constant dttendance. ‘It is rathér
sﬁéu’f&r ‘that “the deciston’ of the commxttee, by which they
negative i} itted' of corrupt interference, is the only one which
the honourable mover conceives to be already so well recog-

* Mr. Francis.. ‘ t Mr.Sheridan and Mr. Grey.-

’
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nised, that he excludes it from that string of resolutions which
he has presented as an analysis of the whole report.

Another honourable gentleman states, that he thinks on that
point- the committee have no right to give -an opinion, and he
has declared so this day for the first time. If there is any thing.
forcible in this objection, it certainly is very unfair to bringit
forward now for the first time. Why was it not stated when
the report was received ? If the House h&d then thought that

" their eommittee had exceeded their powers, the report would
have been re-committed. But why is that opinion expressed by
the committee ? They assign it as a reason for not having given
a particular detail of evidence, which by the resolution of the
House they were required to give, and which they had declined
to bring forward, on the ground that it was inconvenient to
individuals. It is surely a little hard that gentlemen should
first receive the whole of the evidence the committee thought
right to report, and then not admit the excuse for the omission
of that part of the evidence which was principally exculpatory
of the person whose conduct was the object of censure.

An honourable gentleman complains, that there was a want
of notice of the intention to come to such a resolution in the
committee. Notice was however given the day before by my
right honourable friend* who spoke last, and who had not only
answered that point, but also explained the individual use that
had been made of the weord ¢ colleagues;” which meant to
apply generally to all who attended the committee, who cer-
tainly were colleagues on that enquiry and not merely official
persons; and I cannot admit that it was not likely that so
attentive and so able a man as the chairman of that committee
would have allowed any important resolution to be adopted
without a fair netice, even if there had been such a want of
attention and industry in those gentlemen on the other side,
who took a principal share in the investigation, as to afford any
room for such a charge. 1 therefore think myself entitled to
assume the benefit of that opinion of the committee, not with

* Mr. Steele.
L 4
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those’ qualifications, equivocations,  arid resefves, ‘with’ which
it has been fettered by the honourable mover of thé resélutions,
bat as a clear, full, and decided - testmmhy, that ‘there was no
distribution of the loan . for the ° purpose” of corrapt- influences
A’s'to the other charges of undue -partiality: to any-individual
for services supposed to have been performed to the govérnment,
it shortly resolves itself into the question, whether, by the mode
of settling'the loan, I have contrived to enrich Mr. Boyd, by
a sacrifice of -the public interest? “1 am -awareit has been ‘said
that ‘no such charge was meant to be conveyed; -but why.
should such frequent allusion have been made to the Hamburgh'
bills, - except for that cxpress purpose? They would not have:
been mentioned ‘had it not been with a view to give counte-
.nance-to such an insinuation. I shall not,- however, now: fully
enter into the nature of that transaction, as an opportumty
‘will soon be presented when it shall be brought forward- as'an’
object of separate enquiry. I will only at present shortly state
the substance. ' - I

In every loan-bill, parliament inserts a clause holding out a pre-
mium for the prompt payment of the sums subscribed,” foresee-
ing‘that govérnment may possibly have occasion for the money
before the instalments become due in the regular course of pay-
ment. Last year, though large sums were paid up, still the:
public exigences were such as to render additional supplies ne-
cessary, ‘and the terms offered were not sufficiently tempting to
‘induce-individuals to come forward with their money. . Under
these circumstances government entered into a negotiation with
a monied house to advance such sums as- were wanted for the’
service. The aid of parliament at that time could not be had-
without calling it together at a great trouble and inconve-
nience, botli “public and private.  In -consequence- of this
treasury-warrants were offered; but Mr. Boyd said, that bills®
of ‘éxchange werc a more mercantile commodity ; and, to aveid’
the expense of stamps, they were dated at Hamburgh, to make
them forcigh bills of exchange, they otherwise being inland-
and subject to a stamp. o
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~ In'the whole transaction, however, there-was nothing ques-
tionable or suspicious, nothing- unwarrantable on the part of
‘government which gave:r Mr.-Boyd-an exclusive right, far less a
discretionary power: to dictate. the terms -6f a future loan, —
So much for’the subject and-substance of the transaction, by.
far:the most 1aterial part of every such transaction ; the bills
themselves were- nothing. more. than mere -forms of security to
thoses who advanced .the money. - The giving them was only
an‘engagement .on the part of government to make'good the
sums advanced for the public. - Whether that engagement was
executed .on stamped. or unstamped paper, whether written on
paper or on parchment, added -nothing  to- the .validity of the
security.  The- particular. manner -of executing it, was such.
as- wag Adic'tated by the necessary regard. for.secrecy. As to
the-,case,.gf, d-merchant, in whom it was affirmed such a trans-
action would be highly discreditable and suspicious, there was
nothing in common, between the conduct of a merchant in the
maga-:gement; of his private affairs, and that of the government
of a. great .country under the pressure of public exigences.
No- comparison would, therefore, hold for a moment. It
might reasonably be suspected, that a merchant resorted to
such a mode of transacting business in order to supply the de-
ficiency of his capital, and to support a fictitious credit.  In
the case of government, the sums were already voted, they
were only wanted for immediate service, and funds were pro-
vided to reimburse those who advanced them as soon as their
claims became due. But was this a service. of such magnitude
and 1mportance, as to be conceived to give Mr. Boyd such
strong ! elaims upon government as could be construed into a
right to dictate the terms of the loan? Mr. Boyd never had
entertained such an idea, and I confess that this part of the
transaction was executed with the same liberality and zeal as
every other service to government which he has undertaken to-
perform., It is supposed that, in order to reward Mr. Boyd,

the most likely method which I could devise, was to bestow
upon him a loan of such consxderable extent, in which he oaly i
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is a holder among many others. Is it probable that'in order to
reward him individually, the chancellor of the exchequer, at a
‘time of severe pressure, and when under ‘the necessity of
making such large demands from the House, should add eight
or ten per cent. to the publlc burdens of the year ?

All this, however, turned upon a question of evidence, and
with respect to the evidence before the committee, it is a prin-
ciple in human nature, that where persons give evidence ina
case which involves: their own interests and merits, their judg-
ments will imperceptibly and involuntarily be biassed to one side
of the question; and all such evidence requires to be weighed
with the most scrupulous attention, and to be received with
some qualification. " I am sure I mean to say nothing offensive
or disrespectful to either gentleman, but I apply this principle
equally to Mr. Boyd and to Mr. Morgan. How far Mr. Boyd
had a share in the transaction of the Hamburgh bills, and how
far that had any influence on the disposition of the loan, appears
from the testimony of that gentleman himself. He declares
that he formed no claim from that circumstance ; that he had
not the smallest expectation of, any preference, nor did he con-
ceive that such an idea existed. And it is to be remarked, that
Boyd's evidence was clear and consistent with itself, distinct,
plain, and explicit, "while Morgan’s, in many material points,
was inconsistent, and not only contradicted by himself, but by
every authority and evidence that was confronted with it. After
stating that the governor of the bank had warned him of some-
thing, which was likely to secure to Mr. Boyd a preference to
the loan, he had, Mr. Morgan says, upon being questioned,
more particularly affirmed, that he had not mentioned what
that something was. Afterwards he said, that the governor of
the bank described the transaction of the Hamburgh bills, as
likely to secure a preference to Mr. Boyd. Somuch for Mr.
Morgan contradicting himself. The governor of the bank,

- upon being examined, expressly stated, that he had not men-
tioned a syllable about the bills; that he had only said, that Mr.
Boyd had a claim from the loan of last year, which he con-
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ceived him to be too sagacious to allow to escape him. IfI
had determined to avail myself of an opportunity to throw the
loan, at all events, into the hands of Mr. Boyd, could I not have
found some better mode of achieving my purpose, than that
which I pursued? Should I have held out the system of com-
petition ? Should I have deliberately announced my intention
for ‘that purpose, and have invited competitors, when I was
aware that the result could tend only to beget animosity and dis-
dppointment? Should I have expressed my reluctance to the
claims of Mr. Boyd, and yielded to them only upon the convic~
tion that they were well founded? If nothing was got by the
intention which I -at first announced of a free competition, but
increasing difficulty and accumulated embarrassment, as to the
mode in which the bargain was ultimately settled, is not this
intérnal evidence better than any parole proof that can be ad-
duced, that I was completely sincere in the month of October,
when I first anniounced that intention; and that I had formed no
determination to benefit Mr. Boyd at any rate, by giving him &
preference? I had not then examined his claim, because it had
not then been stated to me so distinctly, and because it had not
been brought to my recollection by the governor of the bank.
If; then, I was under the influence of error, it was because I
carried the system of competition strong in.my mind, and be-
cause, looking solely to that, I neglected, in the first instance,
to attend suficiently to the claims of Mr. Boyd, and kept them
back longer than,: as it afterwards b,ppeared to me, in justice I
ought to have done.

.*As to the injury which Mr. Morgan and his friends may have
suffered, from having prepared their mdney in order to bid, that
surcly cannot be seriously insisted ‘om, while it is recollected
that the final adjustment of every loan is matter of so much
uncertainty, and connected with so many collateral consider-
ations. No communication from the bank, as to competition,
ever took place, except with respect to Mr. Boyd. How could
Mr. Morgan ‘contend, that he had sustained injury from having
prepated lhig property to qualify himself 10 be a bidder, when
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hé stated, that, till' the 23d of November; he never began to
doubt that: there ‘would be'a competition. - His own account of
his information™on this subject ‘was rather whimsical ; it came
from a confidential friend, of whom he knew nothing, who in:
formed him-that he had heard, from a third person,that Boyd
was sure of ‘the loan ; ‘and’ yet, though his information led him
to *know more than the'rest of the world, he went on with his
specﬁ]ations,'and‘ never doubted that there would be a com-
petition:till the twenty-third of November ; he therefore would
not be’ responsible for any loss that the parties might sustain
from; such speculations. ‘Al lists or plans that were handed
about:were merely Speculations, particularly Morgans; and if
the parties ‘have sustained any anury, it hes entnrely thh hlm
and themselves. ol
.The next point was the nature of Boyd’s claim, and the im-
propriety of departing from the system of competition.  As to
the claim of Mr. Boyd, it has been proved that I, at first, testi-
fied strong prejudices and great reluctance, which'were not over-
come till it was brought forward in‘a shape in which it was no
longer controvertible; that I admitted the principle of ‘compe-
tition, and receded from it only when fair and just grounds'were’
adduced on the part of an individual to wairant a deviation from
the general system. ~ Here a great deal of minute criticism has
been displayed by gentlemen on the other side, with respect to
Mr. Boyd’s letter.” I was in the situation of:a judge trying a
cause between Mr. Boyd and the public; acting as a trustee for
the latter on the one hand, and a person called upon to decide
on the justice of'the claim® of -an individual on the other. The
claim of Mr.Boyd may have been asserted too strongly, or the
contrary might have ‘been the case. - Was' the consideration of
the manner in which his cause was urged, however, to have any
influence on my mind in the decision on the justice of his claims?
I now stand here accused. I have been placed in the high situa-
tion of a judge, and now I appear in the more humble one of
a person accused, defending myself against a foul charge. It
has been said that Irwas bound to pay no attention to the claims
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of Mr. Boyd for a preference, because there was no express
agreement, no specific terms of engagement for that purpose.
Gentlemen seem-to think that:unless government were bound
down by specific terms, an engagement of this sort entered into
by them should not be abided by ; might there not, however,
be some common understanding, some implied condition, some
-strong-and clear- construction, equally binding: on the minister
of the country to the observance of the claim in_point of honour
and justice ? . No personal inconvenience shallever induce me
to depart from the terms of what I consider an honourable deal-
ing, when' a claim is made up founded on an:.understood and
implied condition, on the nature of things, and a practice re-
cognised by a constant usage. . Had there been' an express
agreement, it would have unquestionably been presented to my
recollection, but this was no reason why an explanation properly
understood, and clearly. made out, -should not :receive its due
degree of attention. In transacting: all loans, there. must be
preliminary points of conversation ;. a good:deal of discussion:
naturally takes place, some particulars.of which are committed:
to memorandums, and others suffered to pass more laosely.

In the loan of 1795, it was proposed by the contractors that
thet;e should be no payment:on any newloan till February of the.
succeeding year, to which I readily assented, not conceiving that
the exigences of the public service would require any money to-
be advanced before that period.. Of this promise I was reminded
by the governor of the Bank of England and T.was the more
confirmed in its propriety, as I found that. no new loan had
taken place in such circumstances, even where no assurance
d.xrect, or by implication, had been given.

, Mr. Pitt then noticed the connection :in which: contractors
stood w1th government, distinct from the scnp-ho]ders, and which»
gave to them particular claims. Contractors had, 'in the first:
imstance, to treat with ministers, and were immediately respon-,
sxble for the fu]ﬁlment of the term. . Goyernment neither could,
ascertain, nor had any thing to do with, the scrip-holders ; they
bad no clajm ~— were: under no;engagement ;. the contractors.
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were. As tothat part of the resolutions which censared the
terms of the loan, it was easy for ingenious men to connect or
confound facts by stating some 'that were true, and’ omitting
others that were equally true, so as tomake their reasoning upon
them apply to the particular purpose for which they were thus
drawn up: . In this place he would say, that his ‘greatest
objections to the resolutions were, that in them the honoarable
gentleman had contrived to put together a collection of ‘traths,
in such a manner as to convey all the malignity and venom of
fals¢hood.” He adverted to the term oper and free competition,
from which he was said to have departed, and remarked, that in'
order to secure the interests of the public, and prevent the
maneeuvres of designing persons,” every competition must, to a
certain degree, be qualified «—at least by the consideration how
far the parties were competent to fulfil their bargain. He never
meant any but a system of qualified competition'; and from this
it was not true; as stated in the resolution, that he had made 2
total departure. ~He then justified the propriety of his own
conduet, in not having left himself at the merey of Boyd and Co.
but when the qualified - competition which he held out 'was
declinéd by the others, in having taken such precautions ‘as still
enabled ‘him to name his own terms. But he was asked, -‘why
did he not send the loan back again into the city?  What ;
after it had been rejected by two sets of gentlemen, and when it
would come in'the less inviting shape of -qualified competition !
When the most favourable terms could only bring forward threé
partics, was it probable that the less favourable terms would
produce more ? When a day was fixed for conversation on the
loan, it was necessary that some interval should take place, that
the parties might deliberate on the terms; when all was finally
arranged, he saw ne good that could pessibly arise from a delay
of forty-eight hoeurs, a peried of suspense and uncertainty, of
which advantage might be taken to occasion fluctuations in the
public funds ; —one circumstance that made him determine not
to let the contractor leave his house till the bargain was closed.
He accounted ‘for the delay ngch took place between the time
s

N
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the bargain was made, and its being intimated fo. the House, by~
his being disappointed in bringing on the budget, as he first
intended, on the 2d of December. It was well known to the
House, the pressure and importance of the public business which
then was in daily agitation, and which totally precluded him
from making the necessary arrangements for the budget. He
defended the manner in which hehad exercised his discretion in
ing the terms’; and having described the state of the coun-
try, though by no means so impoverished and exhausted as op-
position would represent it, he thought credit was due to those
efforts by which government had been able to contract for so
large a loan in the fourth year of the war, upon, even better
terms than had been obtained in former years; which he exem-
plified by a comparison of this with the ‘last year’s loan, which
was sanctioned by parliament without a single objection'; and
would leave itto the House to decide whether, in the present
instance, he most deserved their. censure or approbation,

The next point was the effect of the King's message ; those
who knew him ‘best, knew that it was not in his mind when the
bargain was made. ' ‘But if he had forseen it, he could not have
foreseen the rise that took place in the stocks. -He was no party
to any such fraud; but to whatever cause that temporary rise
was to be ascribed, it certainly wasnot produced by the message
only. Whatever ideas of peace or negotiation people whe
wished for it might entertain, there was nothing more in the
message than a declaration, that the time was arrived, to which
His Majesty had alluded:in his speech’to parliament. Any one
who carried its meaning farther, was either too sangnine in ex-
pectation, or intended to raise hopes which could not be real-
ised. Besides the message, there were other collateral causes for
the sudden rise of the stocks — the unexpected victories of the
Austrians, the increasing distresses of the enemy, the serene
and tranquil appearanee of affairs at home, compared with that
cloudy and turbulent aspect which they bore during the period
when the terms of the loan were originally settled (the discussion
of the two bills). All these causes, coupled with the intimation
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that peace only depended on the disposition of the enemy, com-
bined to give that sudden and extraordinary rise toithe funds,,
which singly they would have failed to produce. = After all, the
extent of the benefit.to the contractors, and-ef the less to.the
public, had been greatly over-rated. An exaggerated statement:
of figures had been’ brought forward, - in _ox;d;ar -to heé. echoed:
through the country. It had been stated, that the profit upbn the,
loan amounted -to 12 per cent. It amounted to this sum;only for,
four days, during which stocks were exceedipgly,,ﬂuct@ting 5
so that altogether it did not bear this price for_above a few,
hours. So that, in order to make out this profit, all the shares.
must have been disposed of within  these few hours, a 'circqm,.
stance which would have brought such -a quantity into the mar-,
ket, as must have occasioned a depression, that would greatly,
have overbalanced the temporary rise. All the profitis stated'
to centre in the individual contractors, and all the concurring.
and unforeseen causes, which operated to give so favourable a:
turn to the terms of the loan, to have been the. result of my
premeditation. Under these circumstances, I am said to have
given away a sum of two millions one hundred and fifty thousand
paunds, by the mode of negotiating the :present; loan. . With,
this assertion concludes the charge against me ; and with desu'mg
the House to attend to the extravagance of this assertion, I conx
clude m) defence. » avolgd el

Ona dmsxon, the amendment was camed
Ayes..conrn. 171 f :

Noesieroereeee 23 ¢

and Mr, Smith’s remaining resolutions were severally put and negatived.

LY LE R
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May 10. 1796.

Mr. Fox, in pursuance of the notice he had previously given, this day’
submitted to the House a motion for an entire change in the system hi-
therto pursued by ministers in regard to external politics 3 concluding his
speech with moving,

« That an address be presented to His Majesty, most humbly to offer
to his royal consideration, that judgment which his faithful Commons have
formed, and now deem it their duty to declare, concerning the conduct
of his ministers in the commencement, and during the progress, of the
present unfortunate war. As long asit was possible for us to doubt from
what source the national distresses had arisen, we have, in times of dif-
ficulty and peril, thought ourselves bound to strengthen His Majesty’s
government for the protection of his subjects, by our confidence and
support. But our duties, as His Majesty’s counsellors, and as the repre-
sentatives of his people, will no Jonger permit us to dissemble our deli-
berate and determined opinion that the distress, difficulty, and peril, to
which this country is now subjected, have arisen from the misconduct
of the King’s ministers, and are likely to subsist and increase as long as
the same principles which have hitherto guided these ministers shall
continue to prevail in the councils of Great Britain.

¢ It is painful for us to remind His Majesty of the situation of his do-
minions at the beginning of the war, and of the high degree of prosperity
to which the skill and industry of his subjects had, under the safeguard of
a free coustitution, raised the British empire, since it ean only fill his
mind with the melancholy recollection of prosperity abused, and of op-
portunities of securing permanent advantages wantonly rejected. Nor
shall we presume to wound His Majesty’s benevolence, by dwelling on the
fortunate circumstances that might have arisenfrom the mediation of Great
Britain between the powers then at war, which might have insured the
permanence of our prosperity, while it preserved all Europe from the ca-
lamities which it has since endured ; — a mediation which this kingdom
was so well fitted to carry on with vigour and dignity, by its power, its
character, and the nature of its government, happily removed at an equal
distance from the contending extremes of licentiousness and tyranny,

“ From this neutral and impartial system of policy, His Majesty’s mi-
nisters were induced to depart by certain measures of the French govern-
ment, of which they complained as injurious and hostile to this country.
With what justice those complaints were made, we are not now called
upon. to determine, since it cannot be pretended that the measures of
France were of such a nature as to preclude the possibility of adjustment
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by negotiation ; and it is impossible to deny, that the power which shuts
up the channel of accommodation must be the real aggressor in war.
To reject negotiation is to determine on hostilities; and, whatever may
have been the nature’of the points in question between us and France,
“we cannot but pronounce the refusal of such an authoriced communica-
tion with that country, as might have amicably terminated the dispute,
to be tt e true and immediate cause of the rupture which followed.

“ Nor can we forbear to remark, that the pretences under which His
Majesty’s ministers then haughtily refused such authotised communica-
tion have been sufficiently exposed by their own conduct, in since sub-
mitting to asimilar intercourse with the same government. .

¢« The misguided policy which thus rendered the war inevitable, appears
to have actuated ministers in their determination to continue it at all
hazards. At the same time we cannot but observe, that the obstinacy
with which they have adhered to their desperate system is not more re-
markable than their versatility in the pretexts upon which they have jus-
tified it. At one period the strength, at another the weakness of the
enemy has been urged as motives for continuing the war; the successes,
as well as the defeats of the allies, have contributed only to prolong the
contest; and hope and despair have equally served to involve us still
deeper in the horrors of war, and to entail upon us an endless train of
calamities. After the original professed objects had been obtained by the
expulsion of the French armies from the territories of Holland and the
Austrian Netherlands, we find His Majesty’s ministers, influenced either
by arrogance, or infatuated by ambition and vain hope of conguests,
which, if realised, could never compensate to the nation for the blood
and treasure by which they must be obtained, rejecting, unheard, the
overtures made by the executive council of France, at a period when the
circumstances were so eminently favourable to His Majesty and his allies,
tHat there is every reason to suppose that a negotiation, commented at
such a juncture, must have terminated in anhoriourableand advantageous
peace : to the prospects arising from such an opportunity they preferred

a blind and obstinate perseverance in a war which could scarce have any
remaining object but the unjustifiable purpose of imposing upon France a
government disapproved of by the inhabitants of that country. And
such was the infatuation of these ministers, that, far from being able to
frame a wise and comprehensive system of policy, they even rejected;the
few advantages that belonged to their own unfortunate scheme. / The
general existence of a deslgn to interpose in the internal government of
Trance was too manifest not to rouse into active hostility the national zeal
of that people : but their particular projects were too equivocal to attract
the confidence, or procure the co-operation of these Frenchm®mwho
were disaffected to the government of their country. - The nature of
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these plans was too clear not to provoke formidable enemies, but their
extent was too ambiguous to conciliate useful friends.,

“ We beg leave further to represent to Your Majesty, that at subse-
"quent periods your ministers have suffered the nost favorable opportu-
nities to escape of obtaining an honourable and advantageous pacification.
They did not avail themselves, as it was their duty to have done, of the
unbroken strength of the general confederacy which had been formed
against France, for the purpose of giving effect to overtures for nego~

. tiation. They saw the secession -of several powerful states from that
confederacy ; they suffered it to dissolve without an effort for the attain-:
ment of general pacification. They loaded their country with the odium
of having engaged it in a combinatian charged with the most question-
able and unjustifiable views, without availing themselves of that cambina-
tion for procuring favourable eonditions of peace. . That from this fatal
neglect, the progress of hostilities has only served to establish the évils
which certainly might have been avoided by negotiation, but which are
now copfirmed by the events of the war. 'We have felt that the unjusti-
fiable and impracticable efforts to establish royalty in France, by force,
have only proved fatal to its unfortunate supporters. - We have seen with
regret the subjugation of Holland, and the aggrandisement of the French
republic, and we have to lament the alteration in the state of Europe,
not only from the successes of the French, but from the formidable
acquisitions of some of the allied powers on the side of Poland, acqui«
sitions alarming from their magnitude, but still more so from the man~
ner in which they have been made; thus fatally learning that-the war
has tended alone to establish the very evils for the: prevention of which
it was avowedly undertaken.

“ That we now therefore approach Hls Majesty to assure him, that his
faithful Commons heard, with the sincerest satisfaction, His Majesty’s most
gracious message, of the 8th of December, wherein His Majesty acquaints
them, that the crisis which was depending, at the commencement ‘of the
present session, had led to such an order of things, as would induce His
‘Majesty to meet any disposition to negotiation on the part of the enemy,
with an earnest desire to give it the fullest and speediest effect, and to
conclude a general treaty of peace, whenever it could be effected on
just and equitable terms, for himself and his allies.

“ That from this gracious communication they were led to hope for a
speedy termination to this most disastrous contest, but that.with suirprise
and'sorrow they have now reason to apprehend that three months were
suffered to elapse before any steps were taken towards a negotiation; or
any overtures made by His Majesty’s servants.

“ With equal surprise and concern they have observed, when a fair
and open conduct was so peculiarly incumbent on His Majesty’s ministers,
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considering the prejudices and suspicions which their previous conduct
must have excited in the minds of the French, that, instead of adopting
the open and manly manner which became the wisdom, the character,
and the dignity of the British nation, they adopted a mode calculated
rather to excite suspicion, than to inspire confidence in the enemy.
Every expression which might be construed into an acknowledgment
of the French republic, or even an allusion to its forms, was studiously,
mxded and the minister, through whom this overture was made, was,
in a most unprecedented manner, instructed to declare, that he had no
authority to enter into any negotiation or discussion relative to the objects
of the proposed treaty.

< That itis with pain we reflect that the alacrity of His Majesty’s mi-
nisters in apparently breaking off this incipient negotiation, as well as the
strange and unusual manner in which it was announced to the ministers
of the various powers of Europe, affords a very unfavourable comment
on their reluctance in entering upon it, and is calcnlated to make the
most injurious impression respecting their sincerity on the people of.
France.. On areview of many instances of gross and flagrant miscon-
duct, proceedmg from the same pernicious principles, and directed with
incorrigible obstinacy to the same mischievous ends, we deem ourselves
bound in duty to His Majesty, and to our constituents to deelare, that
we see no rational hope of redeeming the affairs of the kingdom but by
the adoption of a system radically and fundamentally different from that
which has produced our present calamities. Until His Majesty’s ministers
shall, from a real conviction of past errors, appear inclined to regulate
their conduct upon such a system, we can neither give any credit to the
sincerity of their professions of a wish for peace, nor repose any con~
fidence in their capacity for conducting a negotiation to a prosperous
issue. Odious as they are to an enemy, who ‘must still believe them
strictly to cherish those unprincipled and chimerical projects which they
have been compelled in public to disavow, contemptible in the eyes of
all Europe from the display of insincerity and incapacity- which has
marked their conduct, our only hopes rest on His Majesty’s royal wis-
dom and unquestioned affection for his people, that he will be graciously
pleased to adopt maxims of policy more suited to the circumstances of
the times than those by which his ministers appear to have been goyerned,
and to direct his servants to take measures, which, by differing essentially
as well in their tendency, as in the principle upon which they.are
founded, from those which have hitherto marked their conduct, may
give this country some reasonable hope, at no very distant period, of
the establishment of peace suitable to the interests of Great Britain,
and likely to preserve the tranquillity of Europe.”
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The motion being read, Mr. Prrr immediately rose:

It is far from being my intention, Sir, unnecessarily to detain
the. attention of ‘the House, by expatiating at any great length
on the various topics introduced into the very long and elabo-
rate speech which you have now heard pronounced. The right
honourable gentleman who delivered it, thought proper to lay
considerable stress on the authority of a celebrated orator of
antiquity *, who established it as a maxim, that, from a retro-
spect of past errors, we should rectify our conduct for the future :

“and 'that if they were errors of incapacity only that had occa-
sioned our misfortunes, and not an absence of zeal, strength, and
resources to maintain our cause, and secure our defence, instead
of such a disappoinment being a cause of despair, it should, on
the contrary, invigorate our exertions, and reanimate our hopes.
That such a retrospect may, in most cases, be wise and salutary,
is a proposition which will hardly be denied. Itis evident, that
our appeal to experience is the best guard to future conduct, and
that’it may be necessary to probe the nature of the misfortune,
in order to apply a suitable remedy. But in a question so mo-
mentous and interesting to the country, as undoubtedly the pre-
sent question must be, if it can be deemed expedient to run ‘out
into a long retrospective view of past calamities, surely it must
be far more so to point out the mode by which their fatal effects
may be averted, ‘and by proving the origin of the evils com-
plained of, to judge of the nature and efficacy of the remedies
to be applied. Whatever, therefore, our present situation may
be, it certainly cannot be wise to fix our atfention solely on
what is past, but rather to look to what still can, and remains te
be done.  This is more naturally the subject that should be pro-
posed to the discussion of a deliberative assemnbly. Whatever
may have been the origin of the contest in which we are engaged,
when all the circumstances attending it are duly considered, it

. has "had the effect of uniting all candid and impartial men, in

* Demosthenes. 1
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acknowledging the undisputed justice of our cause, and the un-
just and wanton aggression on the part of the enemy. Such
_ having been, and still, I presume to say, being the more general
opinion, prudence then must tell us to dismiss all retrospective
views of the subject, and to direct the whole of our attention to
what our actual situation requires we should do. The right
honourable gentleman must have consumed much time in pre-
paring the retrospect he has just taken of our past disasters; and_
he has consumed much of his time in detailing it to the House ;-
but instead of lavishing away what was so precious on evils
which, according to him, admit of no remedy or change, would
it not be more becoming him, as a friend to his country, and an
enlightened member of this House, to attend to what new circum-
stances may produce, and to trace out the line of conduct which
in the present state of things it would be prudent to pursue? '
_In the close of his speech the right honourable gentleman al-
luded to his former professions respecting-the prosecution of the
war. According to these professions,_he, and every gentleman
who thought with him, declared; that should the ememy reject
overtures of peace, or appear reluctant to enter into regotiation,
when proposed, then he, and every. man in the country would
unite in advising the adoption of the most vigorous measures:
and that not only such conduct on the part of the enemy would
unite every Englishmap in the cause, but that while it united
England, it must divide France, who would be indignant against
whatever government or governors should dare to reject what
was the sincere wish of the majority of its inhabitants. Instead,
fherefore, of expatiating on the exhausted state of the finaneial
resources of the country, and rupning into an historical detail-of
all our past calamities, a subject which almost engrossed the right
honourable gentleman’s speech, I must heg leave ta remind him
of those his former professsions, and invite him to make good the
.plgdée he has so often given to this House, and to the country,
and not to inflame the arrogance aud unjust pretensions of the
enemy, by an exaggerated statement of our past misfortunes,
or of our present inability to xetrieve them by a spirited and
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vigorous prosecution of the war. His feelings asan Englishman,
and his duty as a member of parliament, must assuredly induce
the right honourable gentleman to exert his abilities in suggest-
ing the most effectual means of insuring our success in the con-
test, especially since he heard the late arrogant and ambitious
professions of the ememy. All retrospective views I thierefore
for the present must regard as useless, and think it far more wise
and urgent to provide for the success of future exertions; not
that I decline entering into the retrospect to which I am chal-
lenged, which ¥ am ready to do with the indulgence of the House,
but because I feel it of more serious importance to call your
é\tten.tion, not to the retrospect alone, but rather to the actual
state of things, which the right honourable gentleman has
entirely omitted.

And, first, let me observe, that, while I endeavour to follow
the right honourable gentleman through his very long detail of
facts and events, I shall follow him as they bear on a particular
conclusion which he wishes to draw from them, but which the
country does not call for, and which it will not admit. What
.is the conclusion to which he wishes to lead us? Does it not
go to record a confession and retractation of our past errors ? An
avowal that, instead of a just and necessary war, to which we
were compelled by an unprovoked aggression, we are embarked
in a contest in which we wantonly and unjustly engaged, while
our defence is evidently such as our dearest interests call for,
and which a regard to justice, and to every moral principle,
legitimates and sanctifies? Can, then, this House adopt a motion,
which directly contradicts its recorded opinions, and which
tends to force on it new counsels; or, in other words, to oblige
it to rescind all the resolutions it has come to since the com-
méncement of the war ? The right honourable gentleman has, in
rich and glowing colouring, depicted our exhausted resources;
the want of vigour in our measures, and the inattention of minis-
ters to seize on the more favourable opportunities for making
peace. He also'assurnes, that the sole cause of the war was the
restoration of mionarchy in France; and that this cause after-
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wards shifted into various other complexions. All these charges,

however, as well as the unjustness of the war, he establishes only
by presumption, The right honourable gentleman then goes
back to 1792, when he says the first opportunity was offered of
our procuring peace to Europe, but of which ministers. did not
avail themselves. He also refers to a speech made by me on
the opening of the budget of that year, which he describes as
having been uttered in a tone of great satisfaction, triumph, and
exultation. It is true, indeed, that I felt much satisfaction in
exhibiting to the country the high degree of prosperity to which
it had then reached ; — not less satisfaction, I am sure, than the
honourable gentleman seems to feel in giving the melancholy
picture that his motion has now drawn of’ its present reduced
situation ; and I felt the more vivid satisfaction in viewing that
prosperity, as it enabled us to prepare for, and enter into, a
coutest of a nature altogether unprecedented. Now, however,
when that prosperity is over, the honourable gentleman dwells
on it rather rapturously, though it seemed little to affect him at
the time it was enjoyed. But, not only are ministers accused
of having neglected the opportunities of making peace, but when
they have attempted overtures of that nature, they are charged
with insincerity, or with holding forth something in the shape
and make of these overtures that must create suspicions of their -
sincerity in the enemy, or provoke their disgust. A What can
countenance such an accusation, I am sadly at a loss to discover :
for at the periods alluded to, every motive of public duty, every
consideration of personal ease, must have induced me to exert
the best of my endeavours to promote a peace, by which alone I
could be enabled to effect the favourite objects I had in view, of
redeeming the public debt and the 4 per cents. as alluded to by
the honourable gentleman. No stronger proofs could be given
of the sincerity of government to promote and insure peace, than
was then given by His Majesty’s ministers ;. and if they were
disappointed, the fault is not with them, but their conduct must

be understood and justified by the imperious necessity which in

1793 compelled them to resist an unprovoked aggression. As to
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the accusations urged against us of not offering our mediation,
or even refusing it when solicited, they are equally of little
weight.  Are ministers to be blamed for what it would be
hazardous in them to attempt, and would it not be hazardous
to propose a mediation where both parties were not ready to
agree ? To have erected ourselves into arbiters, could only ex-
pose us to difficulties and disputes, if we were determined, as we
ought to be, to enforce that mediation on the parties who refused
to admit it. And what is the great use which the honourable
gentleman seems to be so eager to derive from that peace, if so
procured ? Is it fit that we should go to war in order to prevent
the partition of Poland? In general policy, I am ready to con-
fess, that this partition is unjust; but it does not go, as is said,
to overturn the balance of power in Europe, for which the right
honourable gentleman, as it suits his argument, expresses greater
or less solicitude ; for that country being nearly divided equally
between three great powers, it can little contribute to the undue
aggrandisement of either. But how strange did it seem in that
right honourable gentleman, who inveighed so strongly against
the partition of Poland, to censure ministers for their endeavours
to prevent the partition of Turkey, when it was the establishment
of the principle, that this country could not interfere to prevent
the partition of Turkey, precluded the possibility of any inter-
ference with respect to Poland !

As to the latter transactions that have occurred between' this
country and France, they are too recent in the memory of the
House, to require that Ishould call their attention to them. The
resolutions to which we have come on this subject, are too sacred
and too solemn, the opinion too settled and too deeply formed,
to be lightly reversed: We cannot, surely, forget the first
cause of complaint, allowed to be well founded, and the famous
decree of the 19th of November, which was an insult and
an outrage on all civilised nations, Seditious men, delegated
from this country, with treason in their mouths, and rebellion
in their hearts, were received, welcomed, and caressed by
the legislature of France. That government, without waiting
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until it had even established itself, declared hostilities against
all the old established systems: without having scarcely an
existence in itself, it had the presumption to promise to inter-
pose to the destruction of all the existing governments in the
world. All governments alike fell under its vengeance; the
old forms were contemned and reprobated; those which had
stood the test of experience, whether monarchy, aristocracy,
or mixed democracy, were all to be destroyed. They declared
that they would join the rebellious subjects of any state to over-
turn their government. And what was the explanation received
from M. Chauvelin on these subjects of complaint? Did it
amount to any more than that the French would not intermeddle
with the form of government in other countries, unless it ap-
peared that the majority of the people required it to be changed ?
As to their declaration against aggrandisement, without stop-
ping to argue a point that is so extremely clear, I will only refer
the House to their whole conduct towards Belgium. They
declared that they would never interfere in the government of
Belgium, after it had consolidated its liberties ; — a strange way
of declining interference when a form of constitution was forced
upon it, bearing the name, but not the stamp of liberty, and
compelling the Belgians to consolidate and preserve it. With
respect to another cause of war, viz. the opening of the Scheldt,
their explanations regarding that circumstarice, and their in-
tentions upon Holland, were equally unsatisfactory ; their ulti-
miatum was, that they would give no further satisfaction; and
their refusing a fair explanation made them the aggressors in
reality, if not in form. Still, however, the channel of nego-
tiation was mot cut off by this country: as long as the King of
France retained a shadow of power, M. Chatuvelin continued
to be received in. an official capacity ; and even after the cruel
catastrophe of that unfortunate monarch, His Majesty’s minister
at ‘the Hague did not refuse to communicite with General
Dumourier, when he expressed a wish to hiold a conference
with himx relative to some proposals of peace. When all these
opportunities’ had been offered and neglected, they declared
15
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war, and left us no choice, in form or in substance, but reduced °
us to the necessity of repelling an unjust aggression. In every
point of view, they therefore were evidently the aggressors,
even according to the right honourable gentleman’s own prin-
ciples, and we certainly took every precaution, that it was
cither fit, or possible to do, to avoid it.

I cannot help wishing to recal the attention of the House to
the general conclusion of what I have stated, for upon that rests
all I have to say on the first part of the right honourable
gentleman’s propositions. If the House had been hurried by
passion into the war, if it had been hurried by the false opinion
of others, or by any unjust pretensions of its ewn, would it go
to the énemy to atone for its misconduct, and accede te such
conditions as the enemy might offer? Could it bappen that a
war not ordinarily just and necessary, when applied to ew;ry
meral priociple, should in form be so untrue, that, after three
years’ standing, it should be found all illusion ? If the House
cannot acknowlege these things, much less can I believe,
admitting all the depreciated statements of our resources to be
true, and founded to such an extent as to make us submit
almost to any humiliation, that last of all we should submit to
the pride and ambition of an enemy, whose hypocrisy, injus-
tice, tyranny, and oppression we have so repeatedly witnessed,
reprobated, and deplored: and yet that was what the right
honourable gentleman proposed. He proposed that we should
bow down before the enemy, with the eord about our necks,
‘wheén we have not felt the self-reproach of deing wrong; to
renounce and abjure our recorded professions, and receive a
sentence of condemnation, as severe as undeserved. This I
contend would be to renounce the character of Britons. Even
if, by the adverse fortune of war, we should be driven to sue for
peace, I hope we shall never be mean enough to acknowledge
oursglves guilty of a falsehood and injustice, in order to ob-
tain it.

Fhe right»'honourable gentleman’s next accusation against
ministers. is, that: they have been guilty of 2 radical error, in
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" not acknowledging the French republic. It is said this has
been the bar to all treaty: this has prevented every overture in
subsequent situations. I admit that it has so happened, that we
have never acknowledged the republic, and I admit also, that
no application nor overture for peace, on the part of this coun-
try, has been made till lately. I admit, that after the siege of
Valencjennes, I did say it was not then advisable to make con-
ditions, and I admit also, that when we struggled upder disad-
vantages, I was equally averse: whence the right honourable
gentleman infers, ¢ that if you will not treat for peace when you
are successful, nor treat for it when you are unfortunate, there
must be some secret cause, which induces us to believe you are
not disposed to treat at all.” Is it reasonable, I ask, when a just
hope is entertained of increasing our advantages, to risk the
opportunity which those advantages would secure of making
better terms ; or, is it reasonable when we experience great and
deplorable misfortunes, to entertain a just apprehension of ob-
taining a permanent and honourable peace, on fair and perma-
nent conditions ? These are the principles on which I have
acted, and they are raised upon the fair grounds of human
action. If success enough were gained to force the enemy to re-
linquish a part of their possessions, and we might not yet hope
to be wholly relieved from similar dangers, except by a repetition
of similar efforts and similar success, was it inconsistent for a
lover of his country to push those efforts further upon the rea-
sonablé expectation of securing a more permanent and honour-
able peace? And, on the other hand, when we experienced the
sad reverse of fortune, when the spirit of our allies was'broken,
our troops discomfited, our territories wrested from us, and all
our hopes disconcerted and overthrown, did it argue a want of
reason or a want of prudence not to yield to the temporary
pressure ? The same situations to a well-tempered mind would
always dictate the same mode of conduct. In carrying on the
war, we have met with misfortunes, God knows, severe and
bitter! Exclusive of . positive acquisitions' however, have we
gained nothing by the change which has taken place in France ?

N
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If we had made peace, as the right honourable gentleman says
we ought to have done, in 1793, we should have made it before
France had lost her trade; before she had exhausted her
capital; before her foreign possessions were captured, and her
navy destroyed, This is my answer to every part of the right
honourable gentleman’s speech relative to .making peace at
those early periods.

But a discussion is once more introduced as to the obJect of
the war, Ministers have repeatedly and distinctly stated the
object, but it is a custom, on the other side of the House to take
unguarded and warm expressions of individuals in favour of the
war, for declarations of ministers. Thus, many. things which
fell from that great man (Mr. Burke) have since been stated as
the solemn declaration of government; though it is known that,
to a certain extent, there is a difference between ministers and
that gentleman upon this subject. But then it is to be taken as
clear, that ministers are not only anxious for the restoration of
monarchy in France, but the old monarchy with all its abuses.
That ministers wished to treat with a government in which jaco-
bin principles should not prevail, that they wished for a govern-
ment from which they could hope for security, and that they
thought a monarchy the most likely form of government’tp af-
ford to them these advantages, is most undoubtedly true; but
that ministers: ever had an idea of continuing the war for the
purpose of re-establishing the old government of France, with
all its abuses, I solemnly deny. If, for the reasons I have
before stated, it would not have been prudent to have made a
peace in the early stage of our contest, surely it would not have
been advisable when the enemy were inflated with success.
The fate of the campaign of 1794 turned against us upon as
narrow a point as I believe ever occurred. We were unfortu-
nate, but the blame did not rest here: that campaign led to
the conquest of Holland, and to the consternation which im-
mediately extended itself among the people of Germany and
England. What, however, was the conduct. of ministers at that
period ? , If they had given way to the alarm, they would have
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been censurable indeed: instead of doing so, they immediately
sent out expeditions to capture the Dutch settlements, which we
may now either restore to the stadtholder, if he should be re-
stored, or else we may retain them ourselves. If, instead of that
line of conduct, His Majesty’s ministers had then acknowledged
the French republic, does the right honourable gentleman, does
the House, suppose that the terms we should then have obtained
would have been better than those we can now expect ? Then,
it was asked, why did not administration negotiate for peace be-
fore the confederacy was weakened by the defection of Spain and
Prussia, because, of course, better terms might have been ob-
tained when the allies were all united, than could be expected
after they became divided? It undoubtedly would have been a
most advantageous thing, if we could have prevailed upon the
Kings of Spain and Prussia to have continued the war until the
enemy were brought to terms, but that not having been the case,
we at least had the advantage of the assistance of those powers, -
while they remained in the confederacy. Before any blame can
attach upon ministers upon this ground, it will be necessary to
shew, that, prior to the defection of Prussia and Spain, terms
were proposed to us, which we rejected. Whether these two
powers have gained much from the peace they have made, is not
a question very difficult to be answered. Whether Spain was
really in that state that she could not have maintained another
campaign, without running the risk of utter destruction, is a
point upon which I do not choose to give an opinion ; but, with
respect to Prussia, she certainly enjoys the inactivity of peace,
but she has all the preparation and expense of war.

The right honourable gentleman again adverts to the form
of government which, he says, it was the intention of ministers
to establish in France, and alludes, particularly, to the affair at
Toulon ; and frotn ¢hat subject the honourable gentleman makes
a rapid transition to the case of M. de la Fayette.- With respect
to what might be the treatment of that unfortunate gentleman,
the cabinet of Great Britain had no share in it, nor did mini-
sters think themselves warranted in interfering with the allies
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upon the subject. - With regard to Mr. Lameth, the right
honourable gentleman certainly did ministers justice, when he
said they could feel no antipathy to that person; and they cer-
tainly did feel great reluctance in ordering him to quit the king-
dom: but as to the motive which induced them to take that step,
they did not conceive it to be a proper subject of discussion.
The act of parliament had vested discretion in the executive
government, and they must be left to the exercise of it.

The right honourable gentleman has also alluded to the situ-
ation of the emigrants, and asserted, that if government were
of opinion that there was no prospect of making an attack with
success upon France, it was the height of cruelty to have em-
ployed them. This, however, was not the case: there were, at
different times, well-grounded expectations of success against
that country, and surely it cannot be considered as cruelty to
have furnished the emigrants with the means of attempting to
regain their properties and their honours. ;

The right honourable gentleman has also thought proper, in
his speech, to dwell at considerable length on the state of the
enemy’s finances. He is willing to admit that their finances are,
as he says I have stated them to be, in the very gulf of bank-
ruptey — in their last agonies. ' But then the right honourable
gentleman proceeds to ask me whether, notwithstanding this
financial bankruptcy, they have not prosecuted their military
operations with increased vigour and success? Whether, not-
withstanding these their last agonies, they may not make such

_dreadful struggles as may bring their adversaries to the grave?
" T will not now detain the House by contrasting the finances of
this country with those of the enemy; I will not now dwell on
the impossibility of a natim carrying on avigorous war, in which
it is annually expending one third of its capital ; but I will tell
the right honourable gentleman that the derangement of the
French armies at the latter end of the last campaign, the ex-
hausted state of their magazines and stores, and their ultimate
retreat before the allied troops, furnish a convincing propf that
the rapid deeline of their finances begins to affect in the greatest
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degree their military operations. How far their recent successes,
on the side of Italy, deserve credit to the extent stated by the
right honourable gentleman, I shall not take upon me to say:
I have had no intelligence on the subject, and therefore shall
offer no opinion to the House.

The next topic which I have to consider, is the argument
drawn from the question of our sincerity in the message delivered
to the French minister at Basle, on the 8th of March; and a
great variety of observations have been suggested and urged
upon that point. One inference drawn by the right honourable
gentleman, arises from the circumstance of this message having
been communicated four months after His Majesty’s speech, and
three months after‘the declaration made to parliament, that His
Majesty was ready to meet and give effect to any disposition
manifested on the part of the enemy for the conclusion of a
general peace. Inthe first place it must be remembered, that
neither the speech from the throne, nor the declaration, expressed
any intention in the British government, to be the first in mak-
ing proposals for opening a negotiation. The fair construction
went no farther than to invite the enemy to make the first
advances, if they were so disposed, and to show that no obstacle
would be opposed on our part to the capacity of the govern-
ment they had chosen to negotiate terms with this country.
Gentlemen, therefore, have no right to feel in any degree dis-
appointed at the delay of the communication, since, in being
the first to make any overtures of peace, His Majesty’s mini-
sters went beyond any pledge they had given, or any expectation
-that ought to be entertained. , v

It has further been objected, that those proposals must be-
insincere, because it did not appear that on this occasion we had
acted in concert with our allies. A sufficient answer to this
may beé given by the peculiar circumstances of affairs, the lateness
of the season, and those communications being cut off, by which
we and our allies were before enabled to maintain a ready inter-
course. Had this ceremony been complied with, the delay,
which it would have occasioned, must uifavoidably have been
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ogreater than that of which gentlemen think themselves warranted
to comvplain. They are, however, as, much.mistaken in their
facts, as they are in.their inferences; for, this step was not taken
without  previous, communication with our. allies, and we acted
in concert with them, though they werenot formal]y made par-
ties to the proposal;:a ceremony which in s opinion would be
.wholly superfluous. ; ’
hib Another proof, it should seem, of our. insincerity. is;. that,
in the message alluded to, we did not recognise - the republic.
It is truly generous in the right honourable gentleman, generous
towards them at least, to find out an objection for the French
which they themselves did not discover. - We had the answer
of -the directory:to; our note, and they took not the.-least
notice of the republic not having been recognised. . If that had
been a necessary and .indispensable form, without which they
-considered , themselves. insulted,, their natural conduct would
_have -been - to give no answer at all.  On this point of recog-
.nition,- however, the right honourable gentleman is always
-extremeb} tendet, and has it very much at heart. He holds up
the example of America to us, ;as if it was an instance-that had
any,application to the present question. . The right honourable
-gentleman also boldly contends, that if we had paid the French
government this mark of respect and confidence, it would have
induced them, in' return, to propose more .moderate terms.. T
am, however, very far from expecting any such effect ; for, in
-fact, the government of France never seemed to think of it. I
«do,not. consider; the - omission as an act. of hostxhty, and. they
must -be aware, that the . proposal. to treat in itself implied a
recognition, without which it was 1mposs:ble that a treaty should
be concluded. i )

-, To show the consxstency of the arguments on this subject I
sha_ll take the liberty of recalling.the attention of the House to
those antecedent periods, ' when, the gentlémen: on - the opposite

 side of the House,in defending the French government, held up

to our lmuanon the wise and temperate conduct of the court of

Denmark which: maintained a beneficial neutrality with France,
YOL, II, : N
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and with which the latter showed itself capable of maintaining
the necessary relations of amity and peace. It is indeed true,
that France has in a great measure respected ‘the neutrality of
‘Denmark, and obsérved with it the relations of peace, at least,if
not of amity.  What, howeveér, destroys the x‘iéht hotiourable
gentleman’s’argument at once is, that this wisé, ‘peacéable, néutral,
and amicable court of Denmark had not recogﬁxsed the French
republic till the present year. 8o that, in fact, Denmark did
not consider the French government as one that it ought to
acknowledge, till the form which it assumed rendered it in
some déegree equally admxssnbie in the- eyes ‘of ‘the other powets
of Etrope. ‘ ; )
Another argunient of, msmcemy is, that ‘we did not pro-
pose terms to thé enemy, while we called upen them for theirs.
This I concéive to be ‘that which'we had ho right ‘to do’;"the
application did 1ot come from the enemy, it was 'made ‘on'our
part, and it would have been ridiculous to propose any parti- -
cular terms to thetn, till we were previously informed whether
they were willing to treat at all. It has also been alleged, that
we mast have ‘been insincere, because when we ‘employed the
‘minister at Basle' to make ‘this application, we did not at the
same time give him the ‘power to megotiate. “It'was extraordi-
iidry indeed that ‘an ‘observation of this kind should be urged
by -any person who préfessed ‘the slightest acquaintance ‘with
diplomatic proceédings. I'would ask the! tight honourable
gentleman, whether it was -ever kiown that the ‘person ‘em-
ployed to sound the dispesition of ‘& belligerént party, wis also
considered as thé proper ministér for discassing all 'the relative
interests, and éoncﬂ\i‘fh‘«g%”ir’é}aty? “Thie House must femeni-
ber, en former occasiens, when the right honourable’gentiénian
was so warm in the recommendation of & ‘peace with France,
whatever might be its goverrnment, that, ‘dpprehensive of an
adherénce to that etiquette, which might prevent ws from being
thie first to make overtures, he advised us to-make recotitse 'to
expedients, and sound ‘the - disposition of the enemy, through
the medium of neutral pawers. As soon as Frarice adopted &
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form of government, from which; an - expectation of stability
was to be drawn,, His Majesty’s ministers.readily waved all eti-
quette, and would not let such forms stand in the way of the
permanent object of the peace and tranquillity of Europe, and
they made direct proposals to the enemy. Had they, however,
adopted the expedient proposed to them, and employed a neutral
power to make their communications, was it to be expected that
we should appoint that neutral power our minister plenipoten-
tiary to manage our interests, as well as those of our allies?
- The gentleman through whom the communications were made
at Basle, is orie perfectly qualified from his talents, his zeal, and
his integrity, to conduct any negotiation ; but whatever may be
his character, it would be the height of imprudence, or rather
folly, to intrust the management of a negotiation of such un-
common moment to the discretion of an individual, and at such
a distance. ‘ A

The motives which induced His Majesty’s ministers not to
employ the same minister who had made the advances, as the
negotiator of a peace, are not confined to what I have hitherto
stated ; it was also necessary in order to show our-allies ‘that
we did not go beyond the line of that arrangement which was
concerted with them, and that, true to our engagementé, we
had no separate object, and would not proceed a step without
their concurrence. We wished to-avoid any thing which could
excite the slightest suspicion, that we were disposed to a sepa-
rate megotiation,* which was what France would wish, and
what was ' her uniform aim during the present conmtest,  This
was a policy which in some instances was too successful with
some of our allies; and which enabled her to enforce on them
successively more harsh and unequal conditions. It was'with a
vigw. to the same) open dealing; that it was thought preper to
- publish .to the different courtsiof Europe the message and ‘the
answer, that the worldomight judge of :the moderation of the
allies, and the'arrogance of the enemy.

There was one ground - of sincerity which I believe the
right honourable géntleman: did ‘not:itate; obut which the

N2
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Directory rested upon, principally, in their answer. This was the
proposal for holding a general congress. How this could sup-
port the charge of insincerity, I am at a loss to conceive. The
British government pointed out the mode of pacification. This
the enemy thought: proper to decline and to'reproach, but did
not attempt to-substitute any other mode by which the object
was likely to be obtained. ' So far from projecting any thing which
could even justly be an object of suspicion, ministers had pre-
ferred that of a congress, which was the only mode in which
wars were concluded in all cases wherein allies were concerned,
ever since the peace of Munster, the two last treaties only
excepted. This charge of insincerity was represented by the right
honourable gentleinan as the probable cause of the exorbitant
terms demanded by the enemy : — ¢ They are high in their de-
mands,” says, the right honourable gentleman, * because they
know you are not in earnest; whereas, were they confident in
your sincerity, they would ‘be moderate and candid.” In my
humble apprehension, the extravagance of their terms leads to
an opposite conclusion, and proves that the plea of insincerity
is with them only a' pretence. - If they really thought His
Majesty’s ministers insincere, their policy would have been to
meake just and moderate ‘demands, which, “if rejected, would
exhjbit openly and in the face of the world, that want of can-
dour, and that appetite for war, which the right honourable
gentleman joins in so unjustly attributing to us. But Baving,
in fact, no-disposition for peace, and led away by false and
agpiring notions of aggrandisement, the government’ of France
oﬂ‘ere(fg us'such terms as they knew could not possibly be .com-
plied with. Did they know the spirit, temper, and character of
this country, when they presumed to make such arrogant
proposals 7 These proposals I will leave to the silent sense
impressed by them in the breast of every Englishman. ' I am,
thank God ! addressing myself to Britons; who are acquainted
with the presumption of the enemy, and who, conscious
of their resources, impelled by their native spirit, ‘and va-
luing the national character, will prefer the echances: and
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alternatives of wat' to such unjust, unequal and humiliating
conditions, '

The plea of the French directory, that their constitution dld
not permit them to accept of any terms, which should diminish -
the extent of ‘eduntry annexed by conquest to the territories of -
the republic, the right honourable gentleman himself very fairly
copdemns; because, if persevered in, it must be an eternal ob-
stacle to the conclusion of any peace. That the interests of
foreigt nations should yield to those laws, which another country
should think proper to prescribe to itself, is a fallacy, a monster
in‘politics, that never before was. heard of. © Whether their mi.
litary successes are likely to enable them to preserve a constitu-
tion so framed, I will not now inquire, but of this I am certain,
that the fortune’of war ‘must’ be tried before the nations of
Europe will submit to such pretences.

On a fair examination, however, will it appear, that the right
honourable gentleman is right in observing, that this allegation
could be no more than a pretext? If so, is it not singular that
the right honourable gentleman, who seems so shocked at this

pretext of the law of the French constitution, 'should direct
none of his censure against the legislators, or government of
that nation, but vent all his indignation on the British ministers,
for deferring their proposals for peace, till the enemy had form-
ed such a constitution as renidered peace impracticable? 1 will
not now recount all those arguments which, on former occasions,
I have so frequently submitted to the House, nor the motives
which induced me to decline all proposals for peace, till some
form of government was established, which had a chance of being
stable and permanent. Sixrely, however, it is too great a task
imposed upon me to be able to foresee, amongst the innumerable
and varying constitutional projects of the French, the precise sys-
tem on which they would fix at last. Much less could I foresee
that_they would have adopted a constitution which even the
“right honourable gentleman himself would be induced to con-
demn. But, having so condemned it, he should in justice have

N3
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transferred his censures to those by whom it was framed ; instead
of which, all the thunder of the right honourable gentleman’s
eloquence is spent at heme upon the innocent, while the guilty
at a distance are not disturbed even by the report.

However the spirit of this country may be roused, and its in-
dignation excited, by the exorbitant condit,'ions propdsed toitby
the enemy, yet even thése extravagant pretensions should not
induce us to act under the influence of passion. . I could easily
have anticipated that unanimity of sentiment, with which such
degrading proposals have been rejected by every man in this
country, but our resentment, or our scorn, must not for, a
moment suffer us to lose sight of our moderation and our tem-
per. We have long been in the habit of waiting for. the return
of reason in our deluded enemy, and whenever they shall. de-
scend from those aspiring and inadmissible projects which they
seein to have formed; and are proceeding :to act upon, we shall
still be ready to treat with,them upon fair-and honourable
terms. We are particularly interested in urging them to the
acceptance of such a constitution as may be best suited to.their.\
character and situation, but we must take care that their consti-
tution shall not operate injuriously to ourselves. 'We do not
shut the door against negotiation whenever it can be fairly en-
tered Gpon, but the enemy, so far from meeting:us, say plainly
they cannot listen to any ternis, but such as in honour we cannot
accept. The terms of peace which the right honourable gentle-
man pointed at, and which, after all, he considers as very dis-
advantageous, are, that the French niay retain their conquests in
Europe, and that we should keep our acquisitions in the colo-

" nies. What however is the proposal of the directory ? No less
.‘than this: that every thing should be restored to them, and
they in return ate to give up nothing. It is;also urged by-the
honourable gentlenian, that we ‘were to blame in so abruptly
breaking off’ the negotiation, and communicating the result to
the world, together with the observations made upon it. To
this T will answer, that the terms proposed by the enemy cut
10
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short all further treaty s -and as. to the communication of the
result, it will hgve,’ at, least,  the  important. consequence Op
dlvtdmg the oplxuons of France, and uniting those of England
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Dgn,gm on the ad' ""ss' of thanks to Hls Majesty for His most gracious
speech * on ppemng the sessmn el bl

396 891

" Mr. Pirr: —

Although 1 feel n%y’éelf impelled, Sn', from ‘more than one
con51derat1en, to come f'o:ward on the Present occasion, I shall
not be under the necessxty of troub]mg the. House much at -
length. Itis certamly to me. rpatter of. great satisfaction, that

S > T2

X ol My Lords and Gentkmen,
a6 It'is a peculiar satisfaction to me, in the present conjuncture of
affaxrs, ‘to recur to your advice, after 'the Trecent eppomlmty which has
bégn given for collecting thé sense of my ' people, ‘engaged in a difficult
and arduoas ‘contest, for the preservation of all that is most dear to u.
"« have omitted no endeavours for setting on foot negotiations to re-
store peace to Europe, and to secitre for the future the general tranquillity;
~— The steps which T have taken for this purpose have at length opened
the way to an immediate and direct negotiation, thé issue of whxch moust
either produce the desirable end ofa just, honourable, and salid peace
for us, and for our allies, or must prove, beyond dispute, to what eause
alone the prolongation of the calamities of war must be ascribed.

“« T shall immediately serid’a person to Paris with full powers to treat
for this abject, and it is my anxious wish that this measure may lead te
the restoration of general peace, but you must.be sensible that nothing
cah sa much contribute to give effect to this desire, as your manifesting
that we possess 'both the determination and the resourcés to oppose,
with increased activity and energy, the further efforts with which we
may have to contend, ' X

N 4
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at ‘so critical a conjuncture,”indeed the most- critical and the
most important that has eeccurred. dutmg the present century,
that on  the only great and substantial'question, on:which!the
address proposes to express any opinion, there should be no

e

“ You will feel this peculiarly necessary at a moment when the enemy
has openly manifested the intention of attempting a descent on these
kingdoms. — It cannot be doubted what would be the issue of such an
enterprise, but it befits your wisdom to neglect no precautions that may
either preclude the attempt or secure the speedlest means of turning it
to the confusion and ruin‘of the enemy. 2

“ Iu reviewing the events of the year, you will have observed that,
by the skill and exertions of my navy, ‘our extensive and’ incrédsing
commerce has been protected to a degrée almost beyond eké:hp’le, and
the fleets of the enemy have, for the greatest part of the year, been
blocked up in their own ports.

<% The operations_ in the East and West Indles have been khighly
honourable to the British arms, and productlve of great national advan-
ta«e and the valour and good conduct of my forces, both by sea and
Iand- have been emmently conspicuous. -

« The fortune of war on the Continent has been more various, and. the
progress of the French armies threatened, at one period, the utmost dan-
ger to all Europe ; but from the honourable and dignified perseverance of .
my ally the Emperor; and from: the mtrepldny,dlaaplme, and invincible
spirit of the Austrian forces, under the ausplcxous conduct of the Arch-A
duke Charles, such aturn has lately been given to the course of the war,
as may inspire a well-grounded confidence that the ﬁnal result of the
campaign will prove more disastrous, to the enemy than its commence-
ment and progress for a time were favourable to their hopes.

“.The apparently hostile. dispositions and conduct of the court. of
Madrid have led to discussions, of which I am not yet enableﬂ to
-acquaint you with the final result; but I am confident that whatever
may be their issue, I shall have given to Eurppe a. further proof of my
moderatlon and forbearance; and I can have no doubt of your deter-
mination to defend, agamst every aggressxon, the, dlgmty rlghts, and
interests of the British empire. :

« Gentlemen of the House of Commons, Tl

“ Irely on your zeal and public spirit for such supplies as you may
think necessary for the service of the year. It is a great satisfaction to
me to observe that, notwithstanding the temporary embarrassments
which have been experienced, the state of the commerce, manufactures,

N



\

1796.] PARLIAMENTARY SPEECHES. 185

difference of sentiment in' this House, and:that even the right
honourable gentleman * should have expressed his cordial con-
currence.  ‘There are indeed-many topics onwhich he touched
in'the ‘coursé of his:speech, in''which I nowdiffer with him as
much as ever I!differed at any former period ; but, with respect
to the great and substantial object of the address, the propriety
of the' conduct:employed to bring about a solid and durable
peace;! such a. peace as may.be ‘consistent with the permanent
security and the just pretensions of the country, there does:not
subsist even the slightest shade of difference. That object isfound
to command;the most full and mest unequivocal support.- Such a
circumstance I must indeed consider ds' matter of just pride and
oft honest satisfaction. . It exhibits the; most decided and unde-
niable proof that the steps which' His:Majesty has taken towards
negotiation, that the clear and explicit de¢laration that he has
made, are in themselvés so unexceptionable; “and so well .calcu-

and revenue of the country, proves thexeal extent and solidity of our
resources; and furnishes you such means as; must be equal to any exertions
which the present crjsis may require. i ?
R 'M‘y Lords and _‘Gm;;t‘lg‘_rhen,.' ' \ ‘ N

“ The distresses w.hfiqh} were in the last year experienced from the
scarcity of corn are now, 'bx‘th_e' biqssﬁg of God, happily removed, and
an’ abundant ‘harvést ‘affords the pleasing prospect of relief in that im-
portant article to ‘the labouring classes of the community. — Our internal
tranquillity has also continued undisturbed : — the general attachment
of my.people to the British constitution has appeared on every occasion,
and the endeavours of those who wished to introduce anarchy and
confusion into this country, have been repressed by the energy and
wisdom of the laws. 177! vgi ‘ Ao

“ To defeat all the designs of our:enemies, to restore to my people
the blessings of a secure and honourable peace, to. maintain inviolate
their religion, laws, and liberty, and to deliver down unimpaired to the
latest posterity, the glory and happiness of these kingdoms, is the constant
wish of my heart, and the uniform end of all'my actions. — In'every
measure that can conduce tothese objects, T ain ' confidént of receiving
the fitm, zealous, and affectionate support of my parliament.”

% Mr. Fox.

N
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lated for the 'end in'view, thatthey must command assent from
any man who 'rétains the smallést care for:the interest and
honour ‘of ‘his''country. '« Impressed with this -feeling .of satis-
faction, I cari have but little‘inclination todetain the Housé on
points: of slighter : difference. ' T laok: with still higher satis-
faction to the concurrence now expréssed iin the object of the
address, ‘as the pledge of ‘general unanimity; and the omen of
great exertlons, if; unfortunately, that .object; should not be
obtained. eatason . Sl 10 Zipiens i q tenf '
The’honqurable gentleman’ Justl) states, that what hxthextp
hds been"done, only amounts-to: an overture for peace. It is
impossible to state’what”may be the result..i: We cannot pro-
nounce what will be the disposition of the :enemy; 'or what cir=
cumstances’ may ' oécur . to iufluence the: fate 'of negotiation.
We ought' to look  fairly to our situation. It holdsoutito usa
charice of peace, if the enemy are disposed to accede to it on just
and reasenable terms; but,.on’the other hand, 'if they are still
actuated by ambitious projects, we shall gain another:object by
the course we have pursued : ‘we shall unmask them in the eyes
of Europe; we shall expose the mgu\stxée of their pohcy and
their insatiable thirst of aggrandmement- and if no other ad-
vantage be gained, ; we ‘at Jeast shall}ge able to put to the proof
the sincerity of that pledge whxch this dayhas been given, that if
the 'enemy -are not-disposed. to-:accede to peace; on' just and
reaébriable terms, the war will Be"'sdpporte‘d by the unanimous
voice and the collected f'orce of the natiop. I trust and hope
that it.may not be necessa.ry to have recourse to such a test of
* sincerity ; but, while we indulge with satisfaction in the hope of
a ' more favourable: issue; we:must at the same time look to the
otlféi' ‘altérnative ; we rinist bé prepared with all the force of the
country fo support the prosecution of the contest, if its con-
tinuance. should e found negessary. If the unammlty of this
day be. acsompanwd thh such views, if it.is not an unanimity
founded merelyupon the pleasmg sound of peace, the capti-
vating charm of renewed tranquillity, and the prospect of the
termination of those scenes of horror and calamity with which
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war is always attended (such'an unanimity would indeed be
fatal to the country), but if it is'an unanimity ‘the result of
rational and manly refléction, founded upow a careful consider-
ation’ of the \situation 'of the ‘country, and prepared’to meet
every conjuncture, it cannot then be: too highly prized. We
must: not put out of view:those means of: exertion which we
still possess'y we must fairly compare the situation of this country
with that of the enemy, and the amount of pur ‘own acquisitions
withthe losses of our allies; wesmust: estimate’ the extent ‘of
the sacrifices which, under all these. ‘ciréumstances; it may be
fitting for us to make, in otder to-effect the restoration of peace:
It is with a view to these principles, 'that unanimity becomes so
peculiarly ‘desirable in'the present moment. 'The'clear and
unequivocal explanation which His Majesty has ‘given’of hie
conduct, with respect to peace, has commanded a general con-
currence. ' If it be ‘that’sentiment which, on the one ‘hand, is
prepared to support the just pretensions and reasonable hopes of
the country, and on the other to resist the unjuetlﬁable demznds

"and arrogant -claims ‘of the énemy; I shall then consider the
unanimity of this'day as the happiest era in the history of the
country.. ~On thischead I shallisay no more, and agreeing thus
far with  the right honourable gentleman, T would wish to'say
as littleraspossible’ on the other points on which he touched
in the coursg of his speech, and with respect to which we widely
differ. They have been' too often and’ too warmly discussed
to be now forgotten by gentlemen who sat’in the former par-
liament ; and in the concludirg part "of ‘his speech; the' right
honourable gentleman gave usan assurance that we'should hear
of them again.’ 10 _uignmad (

The right honourablé gefitleman has intimated-as ‘his opinion,
that we must change the whole system of our interior ‘policy,
which he considers as-inconsistént ‘with the constitation of the
country. Iam happy, however, to find that he is 5o far satisfied
with the constitution, as to ascribe to'its protection thatintérnal
order and 'undisturbed tranquillity ‘which' he admitted: that the
country had for some time pait enjoyed: "He at the 'same time
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reprobated in the severest terms laws which were passing during
the last parliament, and which he'represented as pregnant with
the most mischievous consequences, and declared that he could
not subscribe to any construction of that part of His:Majesty’s
speech which included  those among the laws, .the énergy and
wisdom of which had contributed to secure the tranquillity of ' .
the country.  Having made this declaration, it would be unfair
and uncandid .on my part; not to! be equally explicit. < I/desire
no gentleman to vote for the address ipon any such qualification
with respect to those laws.-- 1 am! firmly of opmxon, that, ‘exclu-
sive.of their influence, 'the peace of the country ‘could not have
been so successfully maintained; nor can I suffer;the smallest
reproach to fall upon the character of the last parliament, who
displayed their wisdom and their energy in providing a remedy
so suitable to the alarming nature of the crisis, - If there is any
ambiguity in the address, with respect to those laws, it is because
they are so consistent with: the spirit; of the constitution-which
they were framed to protect, and so biended with the system of
our jurisprudence, so congenfal to the practice of former times,
and so conformable even to the letter of former acts, that it was
impossible to make any discrimination, | It is to be recollected,
that they were passed, in a. moment of alarm and turbulence;
they had beenfound most admirably calculated to meet the
emergency of the time. The address does not apportxon with
minute exactness what degree of tranquillity: we .have derived
from the operation. of those laws, when blendéd: with the con-
stitution; and ‘what we might have enjoyed from the influence -
of laws previously subsisting ; how much we were indebted tor 7
protection to the ancient strength of the “edifice, or to those
buttresses that were raised to support it.in the ;moment of
hurncane. :

‘There were some other points on which the ngbt honourable
gentleman touched. - He seemed to consider, from the language
of the address, that endeavours have only been made of late to
procure peace.. He ought to recollect that His Majesty’s speech
particularly refers to what has taken place since he last com-
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_municated with his parliament. If ever the day shall come when
an' examination ‘shall be' instituted into the ‘steps’ which have
been adopted to secure the re-establishment of the general tran-
quillity, T am confident that'no endeavours for that purpose will
be found to have been wanting on the part of His Majesty’s
ministers. But gentlemen must be sensible, that what may be
admitted as an endeavour to’restore peace depends upoh a
variety of circiimstances, and is likely to be differently appre-
ciated by individunls of opposite sentiments. ‘Tt depends on the
relative state of parties, on the number of allies with whom we
may ‘be: engaged to act, on the degree of attention we pay to
their interests, and-on the concert we wish to preserve' with
them. Taking all these nece§sary considerations into view,
I again pledge myself that'it'will be found in the result of en-
quiry; that ministers have neglected no opportunity which could
have been improved for the purpose of accelerating peace. ;
- But the right honourable gentleman has told us, that we are
at last: come to the period which he had all along pointed out:;
that'we have now consented to adopt that course which he'has
uniformly recommended since the commencement of the contest
—to send a person to Paris, and to try the effect of negotiation.
He takes to himself all the merit of that policy which we have
tardily adopted, and so'confident did he feel himself in this ground
of self-exultation, that he declined all illustration of his victory,
and merely made it the subject'of one triumphant observation.
His assertion was,’ ¢ you are now taking those measures which,
if you had listened to my counsels, you might have adopted four
years ago.”” But'does it follow that the meastire was right then,
because it is right now ? May hot a period of four years pro-
-duce many events tovustify a material change of policy, and to
‘render measures wise and expedient, which at a certain time
would neither have been prudent nor seasonable ? Because you
donotchoose to make peace the day after an unprovoked aggres-
 sion, ‘you may not be justified in holding out pacific over,
tures:after'a lapse of four years?" The argument of the right

A
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honourable gentleman amounts to - this, that ‘either you: must
make peace the day after the aggression; or not make it at all

With respect to the relative situation of this country and
Spain, it would not be consistent with my duty to gu into any
detail on that sabject-at the present moment. - - STk

As to the question of our resources, the right honourable gene
tleman admits them to be extensive and flourishing. - They fur- -
nish, indeed, in 8 moment like the present, a subject of peculiar
congratulation’ and well-grounded confidence. ‘If the revenue
after a four years’ war, which might have'been expected to have
injured it,;s0. materially in. so many branches, and after all'the
additional burdens which have been imposed, still keeps up to
the rate at which.it was stated last year, that circumstance is
surely no slight seurce of satisfaction.  With respect to:the state
of .commerce, I .am epabled’ to speak in 4 very different strain.
Notwithstanding all the embarrassments which- it has had to
encounter, it bas attained and still continues to enjoy = pitch of
unexampled; prosperity. - Those embatrassnients have proceeded
frofn ¥ariots causes ;= the expensé of the war abroad; and the
high price of. articles of consumption ‘at home; the situation of
part of the Contirient, where the markets have been shut against
us; and even the growth of our capital, re-acting upon the com-
merce which occasioned .it, | sp ;that) what. was 4n;unequivocal
symptom of prosperity, was.itself ‘a cause of temporary distress.
Of :the, continuance of this prosperity, we have now the best
assarance. The state of our exports during the last six meonths
has been equal to what they were in the most flourishing year i
of .peace, 1792; -and our forezgn trade -has -even exceeded the
produce of -that year, which was the mest productive of-any
in the history of this country. Under these circumstances; what-
ever temporary embarrassments, may have arisen from the quan-
tity .of ,spécie; sentout -of the country, from the'want of a
suﬂicient circulating. medium, from, the state of foreign inarkets,
and from:the increase of our.capital ; and however these difficul
ties may for a time have obstructed the ordinary operations of
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finance, the commercial character of the country haslost neither
its vigour nor impartance. Ifsuch has been the'st'at‘e' of things,

&t a period when the country has had to contend for every thing
dear to it ; if, ‘notwithstanding all ' the obstacles which have
clogged the machmery, the spring has ‘retained so much force
and energy, we may presume, that, if by ‘the obstinacy and ambi-
tion of the enemy we should be called to still greater exértions,
our resources as yet remain untouched, and that we shall be
able to bring them into action with a degree’ of concert and
efféet worthy of the character of the British nation, and of the
Gause in which they will be employed. These resources have in
them nothing hollow or delusive. ' They are the result of an
accumulated capital, of gradually increasing commeérce, of high
and ‘established credit. They are the fruits of fair exertion, of
laudable ingenuity, of successful industry ; they have been pro-
duced under a system of order and of justice, while we, under
many disadvantages, have been contending against a country
- which ‘exhibits in every respect 'the reverse of the picture ;—a
proof that the regular operation®of those principles must tri-
uniph ‘over the unnatutal and exhausting efforts of violence and
extortion. By these resources we are now qualified to 'take
such steps as may tend to'conduct us to a solid and a durable
peace; or, if we do'not succeed in that object, to prosecute the
contest with firmness ‘ahd confidence.

- The right ‘honourable gentleman suggested one remark, that
the speech’ contained norecognition of the government of France.
He wasted a'good deal of ingentity in attempting to provethat
it ought 'to ‘have contained an express acknowledgment of the
Freneh government.  Itought to havé occurred to-him that a
paksport having ‘been sent for and granted, some communication
st have ‘taken place on ‘that occasion, ‘and as ‘the ‘executive
directory had been satisfied with the form of communication,
and the mode in 'which they had been addressed, it could notde
necessary for him to start-a difficulty where they had found nore.
T can assurg him, ‘on ‘the part of-British ministers, that no quées-
tion ‘of -etiquette, no dificulty of form originating from them,
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shall be permitted to stand in the way of ‘negotiation; or-to ob-
struct the attainment of the great object of peace.

As to the other points, the right honourable gentleman has
suggested what lessons we ought to derive from the experience
of adversity: These lessons may be greatly varied according to
the situation of parties and the different.points of view in which
the subject is considered.” But when the right honourable gen-
tleman tells us that the situation of this country is that of adver-
sity, I can by no means agree to the proposition. ' How far it
deserves to be ranked under that description, let those pronounce
who -are best acquainted with the state of our resources, - It
cannot surely be termed a state of adversity from any losses of
our trade, the diminution of our capital, or from the reduction
of any of our foreign possessions. 'We have not been greatly
-impoverished by the events of the war in the Eastand West
Indies. We cannot be much weakened in our national strength,
even upon the statement of the righbhonourabie gentleman, by
having our navy, in consequehce of repeated triumphs over.every .

"hostile squadron, raised to'a greater degree of glory and of fame
than it had ever before gttained. Where then are we to'look
for ;the symptoms. of this adversity ? - Are we to look for them
inthe losses and disasters of our allies ? But, does the right
honourable gentleman appeal to: these as a criterion of adv‘ersity,
when ‘in the same breath I hear him hold out as‘a source of
ccomplaint, that you are not, under your present circumstances,
sure of a-triumphant peace? ‘And why can you not'command
such a peace ? - because you will not separate your own great-
ness,.and your, own commerce, from the interest and fromthe
fate of your allies ; because you refuse to, purchase peace for
yourselves, on any other terms than those. which will secure the
tranquillity. of .Euggpc, and consider the situation of Great Bri-
tain as chained to that of the Continent, by the bonds of a liberal
.and comprehensive policy.- If what has been lost on the Conti-
nent is a subject of regret, itg is at leaSt,a.topic on which we have -
no reason to reproach,ourselves., :If even the prospect in that
quarter continued as gloomy as it was some time since, and if
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the extremity had not rousedthe armies: of the emperor to those
gallant and. spirited exertions which have been: crowned with -
such brilliant. and unprecedented. succeéss, no . share of \blame-
could. attach to us: . While the violence of France has béen:
overruhning so great a: part of Europe, and every where carrying
desolation in. its- progress; your naval exertions: have: enabled
you to counterbalance their succésses;! by-acquisitions in diffe=
rent parts of the globe, and to-pave the way fot tlie restoration
of peace to your allies; on termswhich their own strength might
have been unable to procure. = If you-look indeed tothe geogra=
phical situation of the seat of war, the emperor has not regained
by his recent victories: all that- he had formerly-lost.  But: do
you count for nothing the destruction and ruin of those armies,
by whom  all :the previous: successes of the enemy had been
achieved? Do you count for nothing the glorious and immortal
testimony thét has been exhibited to mankind, that disciplined
valour must finally triumph over those principles that the war
was undertaken to oppose, and which owed all their extraordi-
nary and unaccountable success to the violence in which they
originated, and the excesses with which they were accompanied ?
A memorable warning has also'been afforded with respect to the
true consequences which have resulted to those foreign powers,
who, in opposition to their true interest, have courted the
alliance of that enemy, and expected to find security in dis-
graceful tranquillity. Recent events have served also to excul-
pate the characters of those' who weré calumniated as-desirous
to -embrace: their principles, ‘and receive ‘their laws, and in
Germany‘they Have left behind them nothing but the memory
of their wrongs, and a feeling of eternal resentment. Are
such effects to be considered as of small importance, or to be
put in competition with the reduction of a fortress, or the pos-
session of a. district 2 y

Of. the virtues to be,acquired.in the school of adversity, the
right honourable gentleman only mentioned those of moderation
and forbearance. . Moderation L should consider as that virtue
whichis best adapted-te.the:dawn of prosperity: there are ather

VOL. II. o
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virtues ‘of no less importance which are to be acquired under a
reverse of fortune, and which are equally becoming in those who
are called to suffer : — there are the virtues of adversity endured -
and «adversity resisted ; of adversity encountered and adversity’
surimounted. . The recent example of Germany has furnished an
 illustrious instance of fortitude and perseverance, and their for-
titude and perseverance have had their merited reward. These
are lessons which T trust this country hasnot to learn. ‘Eng-
land has never shown itself deficient in firmness and magnani-

- ity ; it is unrivalled in resource; it has always been foremost -
in the career of honourable exertion, and it has only to maintain
its accustomed vigour and perseverance, to effect the restoration
of general tranquillity upon terms consistent with the dignity of
its ‘own character, and the security and interest of Burope.

The question upon the address was carried without a division. |

October 18. 1796.

Tug House haying resolved itself into a committee to consider of that

part of His Majesty’s speech, Whlch respected i mvasmn, and the paragraph
being read as follows,

2 “You will feel this peculiarly necessary at 2 moment when the enemy
has- openly manifested the intention of attempting a descenton these
kingdoms. It cannot be doubted what would be the issue of such -an
enterprise; but it befits your wisdom to neglect no precautions that may
either preclude the attempt or secure the speediest means of turning
it to the confusion and ruin of the enemy;”’ —

“ Mg.PirT rose:

After the unanimous vote which the House gave upon the first
day of the session, and their general concurrence in that part
of ‘the ‘address' which respects a foreign invasion, it would be
doing ‘injustice to the feelings which were -then expressed,
were I'to make any apology for calling their attention to the sub-
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ject on the present ‘occasion. I shall not detain them therefore
a single moment in showing the propriety of laying before them
at so early a period the measure which I mean this day to pro-
pose. Itis equally our duty and our interest by every means
in‘our power, and by every exertion of which we are cdpable,
if possible, in' the'language of the address, to preclude the
attempt, ‘and at the'same time to take such measures of defence
‘as shall ‘cause the invasion, if it should be attémpted, to issue
in'the confusion and ruin of the enemy. ' T shall not at present
go much at large into the detail of preparations, but merely
suggest a'general outline of defence, which, if it should be
“approved of by the committee, may be particularly discussed
when the' bills are afterwards brought in upon the resolutions.
The general considerations are few and obvious. The natural
defence of this’ kingdom, in case of invasion, is certainly its
naval force. This presents a formidable barrier, in whatever
point the enemy may direct their attack. In this department,
however, “little now remains to be done, our fleet at this
moment being more respectable and more formidable than ever
it' was at-any other period in the history of the country. But
strong and ‘powerful ‘even 'as it at present is, it is capable of
considerable increase, could an additional supply of seamen, or
even ‘landsmen, ‘who in a very short time might be trained to
an adequate knowledge of the naval service, be procured. For
this purpose T would suggest a levy upon the different parishes
throughout the kingdom — an expedient precisely similar to that
which was practised with so much success nearly two years ago.
This levy, however, I would not 'confine as a mode of supply
for the sea-service. It is certainly of the highest importance
both for the internal defence of the country and the security
of our foreign possessions, that all the old regiments should be
complete. “But every one must be sensible, that from the num-
bers'in - those ' regiments who have fallen a sacrifice to sickness
and the fortune of war, a more expeditious method must. be
adopted for ‘their'¢ompletion, than tlie ordinary mode of re-
cruiting suppliés; iti order that the country may be able to avail
o2
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itself of this arm of strength. I would.prepose, therefore, in
the first place, a levy of fifteen thousand men from. the diffe-
rent parishes for the sea-service, and .for recruiting the regi-
ments of the line. The committee, however, must be sensible
when a plan. of invasion is in agitation —a scheme, which
almost af another time would not have -been conceived, and an
attempt, which, by any other enemy than that with whom we
have now to contend, might have been justly deemed imprac-
ticable - that a more enlarged and a more. expensive plan of
prevention and of defence is necessary. '
In, dlgestmg this plan there are two cons1deratlons of which
we ought not to.lose sight. The first is the means (which
must not be altogether new) of calling. together a land force,
sufficiently strong to frustrate the attempt, keeping our naval
force entirely out of view; and. secondly, to adopt such mea-
sures in raising this force as shall not materially interfere with
the industry, the agriculture, and the commerce of the country.
It will be for the House to decide upon the degree to which
the former consideration ought to'be permitted to interfere
with the latter. A primary object will ‘be to raise, and gra-
dually to train; such a force as may in a short time be fit for
service. Of all the modes of attaining this object, there, is
none so. expeditious, so effectual, and attended with so little
expense, as that of raising a supplemental levy of militia, to be
grafted upon the present establishment. . I should propose that
this supplement shall consist of sixty thousand men, not to be
immediately called out, but to be enrolled, officered, and gra-
dually trained, so as to be fit for service at a time of danger.
The best mode of training them without withdrawing too many
at one time from their regular pursuits, will be to embody
one:sixth part in regular succession, each to:be trained. for
twenty days, in the course of which they may become toler-
able proficients in the military exercise,  With respect to the
mode of conducting the levy, the returns that have been lately
made from, the different counties, show the present levies to. be
extremely disproportioned, and that the clause in the actwhich
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provides against this abuse has never been éxecuted. Accord-
ingly we find that in some counties the proportion is one out of
seven, and in others one out of three. It will be expedient
therefore to regulate the future levy, not by the proportions
now existing, but by a general estimate of the inhahitants who
are able to bear arms. »

The next consideration which merits attention is the manner
in which the troops are to be furnished, which I think ought to
be generally from all parts of the kingdom, and that an obliga-
tion be imposed upon those who are balleted, either to serve in
person or to provide a substitute; and the better to preserve
the general proportion, that: this substitute be provided either
from the-parish in which the: person balloted resides, or from a
parish immediately adjoining. It will be preper also to remove
the present exemption from those who have more than one child,
on the express condition’ that they shall not be called upon to
serve out of the parish in which they live. The mode of train-
ing only one-sixth part of the whole, twenty days in suecession,
as'it will only withdraw ten thousand ‘at a time from their usual
occupations, consequently will not miuch infringe upon the
general order of the community. Of course they must be pro-
.vided with some sort of uniform, but it will be of the coarsest
kind, and such as may be purchased at a small expense. A
sufficient number of arms will also be in readiness for supplying
each man in the moment of danger.

" Another measure which I would suggest to the committee is
to provide a considerable force of irregular cavalry. The regu-
lar cavalry on the present establishment is certainly by no means
inconsiderable, - and the yeomanry cavalry, which from their
numbers are sufficiently respectable, we have found to be highly
useful in‘ securing  the quiet and maintaining the internal tran-
quillity of the- country. ' But with a view to repelling an inva-
sion, ‘the more that this species of force is extended the greater*
advantage is likely to accrue from it, as an invading enemy;
who must be destitute of horses, can have no means to meet

o3
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it upon equal terms. Besides, it is a species of force which
may be provided in a mode that will be attended with almost
no expense to the public, and with little hardship, to indivi-
duals.  In order to calculate the extent to which these irre;gular
cavalry may be raised, it is necessary to estimate.the number
of horses which are kept for pleasure throughout the kingdom,
and by raising the levy in this proportion we shall have the
satisfaction to think that it will fall upon those only who have
a considerable stake to defend. "By the produce of the tax,
which is as good a criterion as any of the number of horses
kept for pleasure,r we find that, in' Scotland, England, and
Wales, they amount to about two hundred, thousand, ene hun-
dred and twenty thousand of which belong to persons who keep
only one horse of the kind, the rest to persons;:some of whom
keep ten and various other proportions. It certainly would
not be a very severe regulation when ; compared. with the object
meant to be accomplished, to require one tenth of these horses
for the public service. I would -therefore propose. that every
person who keeps ten horses, shall be obliged to furnish one
horse and a horseman to serve in a. corps of cavalry;-—that
every person who keeps more than ten horses,and a number
falling short of twenty, after furnishing a horse and Horseman,
for the first ten, shall subscribe a proportionate sum forthe
rest, which shall be applied to defray the general expense j—
that those who keep twenty shall furnish two, three of thirty,
&c. and that those who keep fewerithan ten shall form them-
selves into a class, when it shall be decided by ballot who, at
the common expense, shall furnish the horse and the horseman.
These troops thus raised will be provided with uniform and ac-
coutrements, formed into corps, and put under proper officers.
And surely when the means are compared with the object to be
attained and the expense to which individuals will be subjected,
with the security of the property which they possess, no one
will complain that that end or that security is ipurchased at;too
dear a price.
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There is still another source: which, though it- may not
appear so serious as those which have been already mentioned,
ought not to be neglected. . Upon the supposition of an invasion,
it would certainly be of no small importance to form bodies
of men, who, from their dexterity in using fire-arms, might
be highly useful in harassing the operations of the enemy.
The employment of such men for the purpose of defending the
country and harassing the enemy, in case of.an invasion, must
be attended with the most serious ‘and important consequences.
Gentlemen will naturally, guess that I am now alluding to that
description of men called gamekeepers, and-to others of the
same class. I do. most certainly allude to them, for there are
many whose personal services would be of the utmost advantage.
But I also, and more particularly, allude to: those instances
where gentlemen are gamekeepers for their own amusement,
where they are gamekeepers merely .for the satisfaction: of
being so, not gamekeepers of necessity but of choice; in such
cﬁsés, there can be no hardship in obliging those : gentlemen; if
we cannot have, their personal services, at least to find a substi-
tute, who may be as well calculated to defend the country as
themselves. I do therefore propose, that these persons who
shall have taken out licenses to shoot game, or deputations for
gamekeepers, shall, within a certain period, be at liberty to
return the same if they think proper; but if, after that period,
they shall continue their licenses or deputations for gamekeepers,
then they shall be obliged to find substitutes. I observe gentlemen
smiling at the idea of raising a force by such means, but that
smile will be converted into surprise, when they hear that the
number of persons who have taken out those licenses are no
fewer than 7000. Such a plan cannot be considered as a means
of internal defence likely to be approved of by every person in
the country.

I have stated to the committee the general outline of the
bill. I shall defer saying much more on the subject: it will be
more satisfactory to speak particularly when the resolutlon is

o 4



200 MR. PITT'S [Oecr. 18.

reported to the House, than to enter into any further detail at
this moment. The number of cavalry which I propose to raise
in the manner I have mentioned will be 20,000; but with
respect to whether there must not be some other additional
mode adopted, it js impossible to say exactly, from not being
able to ascertain with certainty how many persons it may be
necessary to'exempt, on account of théir being in orders, or
for other reasons. . Thus haye I pointed out the means by
which I propose to raise 15,000 men, to be divided between
the sea .and the land service, to raise the supplemental levy of
60,000 for the militia, of which one-sixth ‘part is to be'forth-
with called out to exercise; ‘to raise 20,000 men by means of
persons taking out the licences to shoot game and keep game-
keepers, oron such other persons as may hereafter be deemed
necessary.  If the propositions I have mentioned should ‘be
approved, 1 should wish the resolutions to be printed, and if
immediately, to introduce the bill, to carry it onto a committee,
and to fill up the blanks, and then to allow an interval of a'week
for its discussion. I mention this in order that more time
should not be taken up than is absolutely necessary for the due
examination of the principles of the bill; since, gentlemen,
you cannot but recollect; when you are once satisfied, and
have determined upon the propriety of any particular measure,
every day, every hour of ‘delay, is attended with additional
danger.

I shall now move that the chairman be directed to report to
the House, *¢ That it is the opinion of the committee, that a bill
should be brought in for raising a ‘certain number of men in
the several counties of England, and the several counties,
burghs, and stewartries of Scotland, for the service of His
Majesty.” ! g

A discussion of some length succeeded, in which Mr. Sheridan, Mr.

Dundas, and Mr. Fox, severally delivered their sentiments upon the
proposed measure.

Mr. Pirt spoke in reply:
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After what has already been said by my right honourable
friend *, Ientertain some doubts whether I ought to detain the
committee one moment from the unanimous vote which I believe
will) be: given upon the present occasion. I am sure, 8t least,
that it will not be-necessary to-consume much of your time
by replying at length tothe short observations of the honourable
gentleman+, or ‘o 'the more detailed remarks in which he
has been followed by the right honourable gentleman {, upon
the same side, as 1 cannot but regard the declaration with
which they prefaced and concluded their animadversions, that
they 'did not 'mean. to oppose the resolutions which I had the
honour to propose, as a sufficient answer to the arguments by
which it was accompanied. ~If the right honourable gentléman
feels that the declarations of ministers, upon the subject which
iconstitutes the foundation of their present deliberations, are not
sufficient to justify the measures which are to be grounded nupon
ity <if he considers their ‘assurances or their representations
entitled to no confidence; if he is persuaded that there exists
po danger of invasion, against which itis intended to provide ;
if he is convinced that the objects of the preparations that are
to be made are destined to carry on other warlike operations
than the plan avows, or are employed as pretexts to cover
designs of ambition or of encroachment at home ; if he believes
that they are intended to prosecute that object of the war which
he thinks proper to describe’ as unjust and diabolical, I would
ask, how can he reconcile these principles with the conduct he
is to pursue; or, asapublic man, upon what public ground
he can rest that assent which he has bestowed upon the measures
which have been suggested? But while the right honourable
gentleman” indulged in these animadversions, he knew well that
the precautions were demanded by the country as measures of
self-defence, from which he could not withhold his concurrence.
He demonstrated, by his actions, that he was in reality sensible
that the present was not like other wars, undertaken to

* Mr. Dundas. + Mr. Sheridan. I Mr Fox.
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maintain ‘@ point of national honour, orito defend a disputed
interest ; —to support an ally that was attacked, or to guard
remote or doubtful dangers; but that it was' the first war in
which-a great and free. people, in the prosecution of their
commerce and the enjoyment of their prosperity, were called
upon for atime to defend the sources from which they flowed,
and, 'in compliance with the good faith which was due to their
allies, and ‘urged by a sense of common danger, found them-
selves compelled to oppose unprovoked aggression, and resist
. principles hostile to'the government and constitution of these
kingdoms, and to every regular government in Europe.
Why did not the right honourable gentleman follow up his
principles, by opposing, likewise, . the measures which were
proposed to meet this danger, but because he believed that the
situation of affairs is such as to require these precautions ; and
because he must know that a false security could alone present
the smallest chance of success in the attempt ‘which has been
threatened ; because, also, he knew that such was the chae
racter of the enemy with whom we had to contend, that they
werée not so liable to be deterred by the desperate nature of
the 'enterprise, or by a consideration of the number of persons
whom ‘its ruin might devote to destruction? Such, I am con-
vinced, were the feelings of the right honourable: gentleman
upon this occasion, and such.are the considerations by which
his conduct is explained, although, perhaps, he found it neces-
sary to colour his assent, and to disguise his conviction, by the
invectives he introduced against the last parliament, and against
the conduct of administration. Though, however, . he repro-
bated the system and the measures of administration, though he
accused the justice and vilified the character of the former par-
liament, he could not trust the natural conclusion of his own
premises.  He did not ask if any of the new members, who had
so lately come up impregnated with the sense ‘of their electors,
or if the old members, who were witnesses of the proceedings,
and whose recollection of the last parliament was so recent,
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would agree with him in the character which he had ascribed te
it. ' Nor did he venture to make any appeal to ascertain who
were those who would concur with him in asserting the prin-
ciples he had professed. While I reflect upon these circum-
stances, I feel confident that it will not be incumbent upon me
to answer at much length the arguments of the-honourable
gentlemen on the other side of the House, especially when the
objections of the one are answered by the observations adduced
by the other. . .

While the right honourable gentleman * professed to agree
with every sentiment of his honourable friend +, they materially
overthrew each other’s- reasonings, and every sentence uttered
by the right honourable gentleman was confuted- by that which
preceded it.. The internal order of battle seems to have been
completely. deranged,. and the arguments of the honourable
gentlemen themselves meet in hostile encounter. The honour-
able gentleman + wished to impose upon ministers a responsibi-
lity for the measures which were founded upon the assertion in
His Majesty’s speech, because, continued he, this matter rests
only upon the information of the speech from the threne, which
I must consider as the speech of ministers ; and in order to supply
the defect of this responsibility which attaches to ministers by
the most solemn and formal declaration, the honourable gentle-
man insists: upon receiving satisfaction, and imposing responsi-
bility by a communication less formal and less authentic! The
right honourable gentleman *, however, proceeded as if mini-
sters were pleading on their responsibility, and then concluded
by main'taining that there is no responsibility at all.

The right honourable gentleman is likewise offended with the
general argument of the necessity of precaution, which was
emplgyed: by my right honourable friend {; but his honourable
friend 4 beside him admits, that only general information was to
be expected; so that tothis argument the right henourable gentle-
man must lift up his hand and express his disapprobation, as he

* Mr. Fox. (| ©" . }#Mr. Sheridan, 1. Mz. Dundas.
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professes that he cannot act upon general information. But why,
says lie, did not the danger,” which you now apprehend, long
before this'induce you to-demand the adoption of those measures
of precaution which you now think it necessary to employ? 'No
such plans, continued he, were pursued upon any former period.
The right honourable gentleman too went out'of his way to find
comparisons ‘to depreciate the characters of ministers, and
asserted, ‘that to'such measures as the present much better mini-
sters, in former wars, never had found it necessary to resort.
He does not, however, mention, who' these much better mini-
sters are; and'if the right honourable gentleman recollects the
language he“employed during the seven last years of the Ame-
rican war, there was a time when he bestowed upon the ‘con:
duct of that administration epithets as offensive as unjust and
diabolical.  Why, exclaims the honourable gentleman, did you
not call for these measures 'upon former occasions? Are we;
then, gravely deliberating wipon a great and important subjéct,
and are we to be told that, in certain given circumstances, no
precautions are to be taken, because, at a‘former period, ‘such
rieasures’ were ‘not-required? May not the'means which were
judged adequate in a particular situation, be found insufficient
when circumstances alter; or when danger is increased? The
honourable gentlemen, though in other points. their ‘arguments
were’ at variance, go on'together contending that my right
honourable friend had said, on a former occasion, that the force
which this country possessed was sufficient to repel the attacks
of all ‘Europe. Certainly I do not believe that my right henour-
able friend ever asserted, that in any possible’ case:the volun-
teer corps would be sufficient for the defence of the country.
If my right honourable friend had asserted that the spirit by
which these volunteer associations were dictated, put'in gction
as circuinstances required, and accommodated to the pressure
of danger, would be'able to resist the efforts of the whole
House of Bourbon, ‘or of the republic of France, aided by ‘any
particular branch of the House of Bourbon, or of any other
combination ‘of powers —such an opinfon I belicve to be just,
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and at least, perfectly consonant to the well-known firmness and
zeal of my right honourable friend. But may not the relative
situation of the enemy present them with more specific means
of carrying their purpose into execution, than they possessed at
a former period, when it was necessary to guard against the
dangers which then threatened them from various quarters?
The right honourable gentleman says, you relied on the
firmness and attachment of the people two years ago; and is
it less now that you have recourse to extraordinary precau-
tions? The attachment and loyalty. of the people of this coun-
try, I trust, has experienced no diminution. It lives, and is
cherished by that constitution. which, notwithstanding. the
assertions of the right honourable gentleman, still remains
entire. Under the protection and support which it derives from
the acts passed by the last parliament, the constitution inspires.
the steady affection of the people, and isstill felt to be worth
defending with .every drop of our blood. The voice of the
country proclaims that it continues to deserve and to receive
their support. Fortified by laws in perfect unison